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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  III — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Meat  Inspection),  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture 

PART  317— LABELING 

Compositional  and  Labeling  Require¬ 
ments  for  Certain  Sausage  Products 

On  May  16,  1969,  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  (34  P.R.  7823) 
a  notice  of  a  proposed  amendment  to 
Part  317  of  the  Federal  Meat  Inspection 
Regiilations  (9  CFR  Part  317)  to  limit  the 
fat  content  of  cooked  sausage  products  to 
no  more  than  33  percent.  Public  hear¬ 
ings  were  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
June  18,  19,  and  20,  and  written  com¬ 
ments  were  accepted  at  the  OfiBce  of  the 
Hearing  Clerk  imtil  July  13. 

Statement  of  considerations.  Com¬ 
ments  were  received  from  607  persons. 
Consumers,  livestock  industry,  meat 
packing  industry,  universities,  govern¬ 
ment,  nutritionists,  and  medical  authori¬ 
ties  were  represented  in  the  responses 
received. 

The  need  to  fix  a  limit  on  the  amount 
of  fat  was  clearly  demonstrated.  The  pre¬ 
dominant  opinions  expressed  were  asso¬ 
ciated  with  dietary  considerations,  varia¬ 
tions  in  product  values  and  fat  level  pref¬ 
erences.  Fat  levels  in  product  below  and 
above  that  generally  being  produced  and 
proposed  were  also  recommended.  The 
predominant  preference  reflected  was  in 
support  of  a  30  percent  maximum  level. 
The  Department  has,  therefore,  con¬ 
cluded  that  it  would  be  appropriate  to  set 
the  standard  for  fat  in  cooked-  sausage  at 
a  maximum  level  of  30  percent. 

Section  317.8(c)  (40)  of  the  regulations 
(9  CFR  317.8(c)  (40) )  is  amended  by 
adding  at  the  end  thereof  a  new  sen¬ 
tence  to  read:  “Cooked  sausage  such  as 
frankfiuter,  frankfurt,  frank,  furter, 
wiener,  Vienna,  bologna,  garlic  bologna, 
or  knockwurst,  and  similar  sausages 
shall  contain  no  more  than  30  percent 
fat.” 

The  foregoing  amendments  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  30  days  following  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Septem¬ 
ber  17, 1969. 

Richard  E.  Lyng, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

|PJR.  Doc.  69-11386;  Piled,  Sept.  22,  1969;* 
8:48  a.m.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VIII — ^Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Sugar),  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  F — DETERMINATION  OF  NORMAL 
YIELDS  AND  ELIGIBILITY  FOR  ABANDONMENT 
AND  CROP  DEFICIENCY  PAYMENTS 
(Arndt.  2] 

PART  841— NORMAL  YIELDS;  BEET 
SUGAR  AREA 

1969  and  Subsequent  Crops  of  Sugar 
Beets 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
303  of  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948,  as  amended, 

§  841.4  (30  F.R.  14846)  is  amended  by 
amending  paragraph  (b)(1)  thereof  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  841.4  County  average  yielclN  and  county 
normal  yields. 

*  •  *  *  « 

(b)  County  normal  yield — (1)  County 
average  yield  determined  for  3  or  more 
years.  For  a  county  for  which  county 
average  yields  are  determined  for  three 
or  more  of  the  crops  in  the  base  period 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1)  and  (2) 
of  this  section  the  “county  normal  yield” 
shall  be  the  simple  average  of  all  such 
“county  average  sdelds”  determined  in 
the  base  period;  Provided,  however.  That 
if  a  coimty  had  no  sugar  beet  plantings, 
other  than  experimental  plantings,  prior 
to  2  years  before  the  base  period  and  the 
State  ASC  committee  determines  that 
because  of  abnormal  growing  conditions 
in  one  or  more  of  the  base  period  years 
such  normal  yield  does  not  represent  a 
reasonable  yield,  the  State  committee, 
subject  to  approval  by  the  Deputy  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  State  and  County  Opera¬ 
tions,  may  establish  a  county  normal 
yield  which  is  determined  to  be  reason¬ 
able  for  the  county  taking  into  consid¬ 
eration  actual  yields  on  farms  in  the 
county  and  other  factors,  but  not  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  county’s  highest  average  yield 
for  a  crop  in  the  base  period. 

*  *  «  *  « 
Statement  of  bases  and  considerations. 
The  regulation  prior  to  this  amendment 
provides  that  for  a  county  having  a 
planted  acreage  record  in  3  or  more 
years  of  the  5-year  base  period  the  county 
normal  yield  for  the  current  crop  year 
will  be  the  simple  average  of  the  annual 
yields  of  the  crops  in  the  base  period  for 
the  county.  Normally,  a  county  will 


establish  si  normal  production  pattern 
by  the  end  of  3  years  of  sugar  beet  pro¬ 
duction  and  the  normal  yield  established 
by  this  method  would  represent  the  ex¬ 
pected  production  from  the  acreage 
planted  to  sugar  beets.  However,  in  two 
of  the  new  areas  for  which  commitments 
of  acreage  were  made  from  the  National 
Reserve  to  provide  for  the  construction 
of  new  beet  sugar  processing  facilities 
production  either  because  of  adverse 
weather  conditions  or  the  lack  of  produc¬ 
tion  experience  by  the  producers  gnow- 
ing  the  sugar  beets  has  not  reached  a 
normal  pattern.  This  situation  may  also 
occur  in  new  producing  counties  in  estab¬ 
lished  sugar  beet  producing  areas. 

Normal  yields  for  farms  having  sugar 
beet  production  in  less  than  3  years  and 
normal  yields  for  farms  having  3  or  more 
years  of  production  in  the  base  period 
which  production  was  limited  by  low 
yields  resulting  from  adverse  weather 
conditions,  disease  or  insects,  are  estab¬ 
lished  at  percentages  of  the  coimty  nor¬ 
mal  yield.  Accordingly,  the  use  of  a 
county  normal  yield  based'solely  on  the 
average  production  in  the  base  period  in 
these  new  producing  counties  could  re¬ 
sult  in  the  establishment  of  farm  nor¬ 
mal  yields  that  do  not  reflect  the  yields 
reasonably  expected  under  normal 
conditions. 

This  amendment,  therefore,  provides 
authority  to  the  State  committee  with 
approval  of  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
State  and  County  Operations  to  establish 
county  normal  yields  which  are  deemed 
to  be  reasonable  for  the  counties  so  af¬ 
fected  but  with  a  limitation  that  the 
county  normal  yield  established  for  each 
county  shall  not  exceed  the  county’s 
highest  average  yield  for  any  year  in  the 
base  period. 

Accordingly,  I  hereby  find  and  con¬ 
clude  that  the  foregoing  amendment 
will  effectuate  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Act. 

(Secs.  303,  403,  61  Stat.  930,  as  amended  932; 
7  U.S.C.  1133,  1153) 

Effective  date :  Date  of  publication. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  17, 1969. 

Kenneth  E.  Prick, 
Administrator,  Agricultural  Sta¬ 
bilization  and  Conservation 
Service. 

|P.R.  Doc.  69-11340;  Piled,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.l 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Lemon  Beg.  301,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No,  910,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part  910), 
regulating  the  handling  of  lemons  grown 
in  California  and  Arizona,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  sulHnitted  by  the  Lemon 
Administrative  Committee,  established 
under  the  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  upon  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  limitation  of  handling  of  such 
lemons,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act  by  tending  to  establish  and  main¬ 
tain  such  orderly  marketing  conditions 
for  such  lemons  as  will  provide,  in  the 
interest  of  producers  and  consumers,  an 
orderly  flow  of  the  supply  thereof  to 
market  throughout  the  normal  market¬ 
ing  season  to  avoid  unreasonable  fluctu¬ 
ations  in  supplies  and  prices,  and  is  not 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  prices  to 
farmers  above  the  level  which  it  is  de¬ 
clared  to  be  the  policy  of  Congress  to 
establish  imder  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  foimd  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule -making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
amendment  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5 
U.S.C.  553)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  amendment  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  amend¬ 
ment  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  this  amendment  re¬ 
lieves  restrictions  on  the  handling  of  lem¬ 
ons  grown  in  California  and  Arizona. 

Order,  as  amended.  The  provisions  in 
paragraph  (b)(1)  (it)  of  $910,691  (Lem¬ 
on  Reg.  391,  34  P.R.  14383)  are  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§910.691  Lemon  Regulation  391. 

*  «  «  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(1)  *  *  • 

(ii)  District  2 :  255,750  cartons. 


(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-874) 

Dated:  September  18, 1969. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director.  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Consumer  and 
Marketing  Service. 

|F.R.  Doc.  69-11341;  Filed.  Sept.  22.  1969; 
8:47  a.m.] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Transportation 

SUBCHAPTER  F — AIR  TRAFFIC  AND  GENERAL 
OPERATING  RULES 

(Reg.  Docket  No.  9860;  Amdt.  95-184] 

PART  95— IFR  ALTITUDES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  to 
Part  95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula¬ 
tions  is  to  make  changes  in  the  IFR  alti¬ 
tudes  at  which  all  aircraft  shall  be  flown 
over  a  specified  route  or  portion  thereof. 
These  altitudes,  when  used  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  the  current  changeover  points 
for  the  routes  or  portions  thereof,  also 
assure  navigational  coverage  that  is  ade¬ 
quate  and  free  of  frequency  interference 
for  that  route  or  portion  thereof. 

As  a  situation  exists  which  demands 
immediate  action  in  the  interest  of 
safety,  I  And  that  compliance  with  the 
notice  and  procedure  provisions  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act  is  imprac¬ 
ticable  and  that  good  cause  exists  for 
making  this  amendment  effective  within 
less  than  30  days  from  publication. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (24  F.R.  5662), 
Part  95  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended,  effective  October  16, 
1969,  as  follows; 

1.  By  amending  Subpart  C  as  follows: 
Section  95.1001  Direct  routes — United 
States  is  amended  to  delete: 

From,  to  and  ME  A 

Columbia,  S.C.,  VOR;  'Langley  INT,  S.C.; 
*•2,000.  *2,900 — MCA  Langley  INT,  south- 
westbound.  ••  1,700 — MOCA. 

Bahama  Routes 

52V 

Blscayne  Bay,  Fla.,  VOR;  Nassau,  Bahama, 
VOR;  *4,700.  *1,200— MOCA. 

Section  95.1001  Direct  routes — United 
States  is  amended  by  adding: 

Bluff  INT,  Ala.;  Huntsville,  Ala.,  VOR;  *3,000. 
*2,600— MOCA. 

Rome,  Ga.,  VOR;  Huntsville,  Ala.,  VOR; 

*4,000.  **3,600— MOCA. 

Tulsa,  Okla.,  VOR;  Bartlesville,  Okla.,  VOR; 
*2,500  *2.200— MOCA. 

Bahama  Routes 

52V 

Blscayne  Bay,  Fla.,  VOR;  Mango  INT,  Fla.; 
*4,000.  *1,200— MOCA. 

Mango  INT,  Fla.;  Nassau,  Bahama,  VOR; 
*4,700.  *1,200— MOCA. 

Section  95.1001  Direct  routes — United 
States  is  amended  to  read  in  part ; 

Brunswick,  Qa.,  VOR;  Stafford  INT,  Oa.; 
*1,500.  *1,400— MOCA. 

Brunswick,  Oa.,  VOR;  Starfish  INT,  Qa.; 
*2,000.  *1,400— MOCA. 

Brunswick,  Ga.;  VOR;  Tarboro  INT,  (Sa.; 
*1,600.  *1,400— MOCA. 

Cox  INT,  Ga.;  Brunswick,  Ga.  VOR;  *2,000. 
*1,400— MOCA. 

Kennedy,  N.Y.,  VOR;  INT,  266*  M  rad,  Ken¬ 
nedy  VOR,  &  290*  M  rad,  Robblnsvllle 
VOR;  18,000;  40,000. 


Waverly  INT,  Qa.;  Brunswick,  Qa  vOR- 
*1,800.  *1,400— MOCA. 

Section  95.1001  Direct  routes—Vnitei 
States  is  amended  to  read : 

*Chandalar  Take,  Alaska,  LF/RBN;  **Sa«. 
won,  Alaska,  LF/RBN;  10,000.  *8,000— 
Chandalar  Lake  LF/RBN,  northwestbound 
**4,100 — MCA  Sagwon  LF/RBN  southeast.! 
bound. 

Section  95.6003  VOR  Federal  airway  3 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Chester  INT,  Qa.;  Brunswick,  Qa.,  VOR- 
*1,500.  *1,400— MOCA. 

Revere  INT,  Mass.;  Danvers  INT,  . 

*2,000.  *1,500— MOCA. 

Danvers  INT,  Mass.;  Ipswich  INT  Mass 
*2,000.  *1,300— MOCA. 

Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  VOR;  *Fort  Pierce  INT 
Fla.;  **2,000.  *3,000— MRA.  **1600-! 

MOCA. 

Section  95.6011  VOR  Federal  airway  li 
is  amended  by  adding : 

Paducah,  Ky.,  VOR  via  E  alter.;  Evansville, 
Ind.,  VOR  via  E  alter.;  *2,600.  *1.800-! 
MOCA. 

Section  95.6013  VOR  Federal  airway  13 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Hope  INT,  Minn.;  Farmington,  Minn.,  VOR 
*3,000.  *2,500— MOCA. 

Texarkana,  Ark.,  VOR;  De  Queen  INT,  Ark- 
*2,000.  *1,900— MOCA. 

De  Queen  INT,  Ark.;  Page,  Okla.,  VOR;  *4  400 
*3,700— MOCA. 

Humble,  Tex.,  VOR;  Cleveland  INT,  Tex- 
*1,700.  *1,500— MOCA. 

Section  95.6014  VOR  Federal  airway  14 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Conway  INT,  Mo.;  Stout  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000 
*2,800— MOCA. 

Stout  INT,  Mo.;  Richland  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000 
*2,700— MOCA. 

Findlay,  Ohio,  VOR;'  Cleveland,  Ohio,  VOR; 
3,000. 

Section  95.6016  VOR  Federal  airway  16 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Hope  INT,  Ark.;  Grapevine  INT,  Ark.;  *7,000. 
*1,800— MOCA. 

Grapevine  INT,  Ark.;  Sulphur  INT,  Ark.; 

*6,000.  *1,600— MOCA. 

Sulphur  INT,  Ark.;  Pine  Bluff,  Ark.,  VOR; 
*2,000.  *1,500— MOCA. 

Section  95.6018  VOR  Federal  airway  IS 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Augusta,  Ga.,  VOR;  *Langley  INT,  S.C.;  2,200. 
*2,900 — MCA  Langley  INT,  southwest- 
bound. 

Langley  INT,  S.C.;  *  Norway  INT,  S.C.; 

**3,000.  *3,500— MCA  Norway  INT,  south- 
eastbound.  **2,200 — MOCA. 

Section  95.6020  VOR  Federal  airway  20 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

McAllen,  Tex.,  VOR;  Harglll  INT,  Tex.;  1,600. 
MAA-14.000. 

Harglll  INT,  Tex.;  Mina  INT,  Tex.;  *3,200. 

*1,300— MOCA  MAA-14,000. 

Mina  INT,  Tex.;  Armstrong  INT,  Tex.;  *4,000. 
•1,100— MOCA. 

Section  95.6027  VOR  Federal  airway  27 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Carmel  INT,  Calif.;  *Polnt  Ano  INT,  OalU.; 
6,000.  *  MRA— 7,000. 

Point  Ano  INT,  Calif.;  Half  Moon  Bay  INT, 
CaUf.;  *6,000.  *3,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6030  VOR  Federal  airway  30 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 
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Watervllle,  Ohio,  VOR;  Bay  INT,  Ohio;  3,000. 
Bay  INT,  Ohio;  Cleveland,  Ohio,  VOR;  *3,000. 

•2  000 — MOCA. 

Cleveland,  Ohio,  VOR;  Akron,  Ohio,  VOR; 
3,000. 

Section  95.6036  VOR  Federal  airway  36 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Lewiston  INT,  N.Y.;  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  VOR;  2,500. 

Section  95.6051  VOR  Federal  airway  51 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Pahokee,  Fla.,  VOR;  St.  Lucie  INT,  Fla.; 

Section  95.6054  VOR  Federal  airway  54 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

•Scurry  INT,  Tex.;  Quitman,  Tex.,  VOR; 

••4,000.  *2,600— MRA,  **2,600 — MOCA. 
Huntsville,  Ala.,  VOR;  Princeton  INT,  Ala.; 
3,500. 

Huntsville.  Ala.,  VOR;  via  S  alter.;  Adler  INT, 
Ala.,  via  S  alter.;  3,500. 

Section  95.6056  VOR  Federal  airway  56 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Augusta,  Ga.,  VOR  via  S  alter.;  *Langley  INT, 
S.C.,  via  S  alter.;  2,200.  *2,900 — MCA  Lang¬ 
ley  INT,  southwestbound. 

Langley  INT,  S.C.,  via  S  alter.;  Columbia, 
S.C.,  VOR  via  S  alter.;  *2,400.  *2,100 — 
MOCA. 

Section  95.6063  VOR  Federal  airway  63 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Jamestown  INT,  Mo.;  Hallsvllle,  Mo.,  VOR; 
2,700. 

Section  95.6066  VOR  Federal  airway  66 
is  amended  to  read  in  part ; 

Ralelgh-Durham,  N.C.,  VOR;  Franklin,  Va., 
VOR:  *2,500.  *1,900 — MOCA. 

Section  95.6068  VOR  Federal  airway  68 
is  amended  to  delete : 

Armstrong  INT,  Tex.,  via  S  alter.;  Raymond- 
vllle  INT.  Tex.,  via  S  alter.;  *4,000.  *1,300— 
MOCA. 

Raymondvllle  INT,  Tex.,  via  S  alter.;  Har¬ 
lingen,  Tex.,  VOR  via  S  alter.;  *1,600. 
*1,300— MOCA. 

Harlingen,  Tex.,  VOR  via  S  alter.;  McAllen, 
Tex.,  VOR  via  S  alter.;  *1,600.  *1,500— 
MOCA. 

Section  95.6070  VOR  Federal  airway  70 
is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

Hiunble,  Tex.,  VOR;  via  N  alter.;  Sabine  Pass, 
Tex.,  VOR  via  N  alter.;  1,600. 

Section  95.6072  VOR  Federal  airway  72 
is  amended  to  delete : 

Maples,  Mo.,  VOR;  Delmar  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
•2,600— MOCA. 

Delmar  INT,  Mo.;  Imperial  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,20O-MOCA. 

Imperial  INT.  Mo.;  Troy,  Ill.,  VOR;  2,600. 

Section  95.6072  VOR  Federal  airway  72 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Dogwood,  Mo.,  VOR;  Maples,  Mo..  VOR; 
*3.400.  *2,900— MOCA. 

Bible  Grove.  Ill.,  VOR;  INT,  071*  M  rad.  Van- 
dalla  VOR  and  012*  M  rad,  Bible  Grove 
VOR;  *2,300.  *1,900— MOCA. 

Section  95.6088  VOR  Federal  airway  88 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Conway  INT,  Mo.;  Stout  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,800— MOCA. 

Stout  INT.  Mo.;  Richland  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
•2,700— MOCA. 

Section  95.6089  VOR  Federal  airway  89 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 


•Lake  George  INT,  Colo.;  **Silo  INT,  Colo.; 
***12,000.  *14,400— MCA  Lake  George  INT, 
northbound.  **11,000 — ^MCA  Silo  INT, 
southwestbound.  ***11,800 — MOCA. 

Section  95.6092  VOR  Federal  airway  92 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Watervllle,  Ohio,  VOR;  Mansfield,  Ohio,  VOR; 
2,700. 

Section  95.6094  VOR  Federal  airway  94 
is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

•Scurry  INT,  Tex.;  Canton  INT,  Tex.;  **4,000. 
*2,600— MRA.  **2,600— MOCA. 

Section  95.6095  VOR  Federal  airway  95 
is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Lake  George  INT,  Colo.;  *Klowa,  Colo.,  VOR; 
11,800.  *8,500 — MCA  Kiowa  VOR,  south¬ 
westbound. 

Section  95.6114  VOR  Federal  airway 
114  is  amended  by  adding : 

Converse  INT,  La.;  *  Montrose  INT,  La.; 

**4,500.  *6,000 — MRA.  **1,700 — MOCA. 
Converse  INT,  La.,  via  N  alter.;  *Montrose 
INT,  La.,  via  N  alter.;  *  *4,500.  *6,000— MRA. 

**  1,700— MOCA. 

Section  95.6132  VOR  Federal  airway 
132  is  amended  by  adding; 

Springfield,  Mo.,  VOR;  Conway  INT,  Mo.; 
*3,000.  *2,300— MOCA. 

Conway  INT,  Mo.;  INT,  051°  M  rad.  Spring- 
field  VOR  and  260°  M  rad,  Forney  VOR; 
*3,000.  *2,800— MOCA. 

INT,  051°  M  rad,  Springfield  VOR  and  260° 

M  rad,  Forney  VOR;  Forney,  Mo.,  VOR; 
*3,000.  *2,500— MOCA. 

Forney,  Mo.,  VOR;  Lenox  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,500— MOCA. 

Section  95.6141  VOi?  Federal  airway 
1 41  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Revere  INT,  Mass.;  Danvers  INT,  Mass;  *2,000. 
*1,500— MOCA. 

Danvers  INT,  Mass.;  Ipswich  INT,  Mass.; 
*2,000.  *1,300— MOCA. 

Section  95.6155  VOR  Federal  airway 
1 55  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Ralelgh-Durham,  N.C.,  VOR;  Franklinton 
INT,  N.C.:  *2,000.  *1,900— MOCA. 
Franklinton  INT,  N.C.;  Lawrencevllle,  Va., 
VOR;  *3,000.  *2,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6159  VOR  Federal  airway 
1 59  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  VOR;  Pluto  INT,  Fla.; 
1,600. 

Section  95.6163  VOR  Federal  airway 
163  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Three  Rivers,  Tex.,  VOR;  *McCoy  INT,  Tex.; 
**2,000.  *3,000— MRA.  **1,900— MOCA. 

Section  95.6171  VOR  Federal  airway 
1 71  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Louisville,  Ky.,  VOR  via  E  alter.;  Martinsburg 
INT,  Ind.,  via  E  alter.;  2,900. 

Martinsburg  INT,  Ind.,  via  E  alter.;  Livonia 
INT,  Ind.,  via  E  alter.;  *2,700.  *2,000 — 
MOCA. 

Section  95.6179  VOR  Federal  airway 
179  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Centralla,  Ill.,  VOR;  INT,  006°  M  rad,  Cen- 
tralla  VOR  and  168°  M  rad,  Vandalia  VOR; 
*2,400.  *2,100— MOCA. 

INT  006°  M  rad,  Centralla  VOR;  and  168*  M 
rad,  Vandalia  VOR;  Vandalia,  HI.,  VOR; 
*2,400.  *1,900— MOCA. 

Section  95.6187  VOR  Federal  airway 
1 87  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 


Redmesa  INT,  Colo.;  *Mancos  INT,  Colo.; 
lOBOO.  *15,000 — MCA  Mancos  INT,  north¬ 
bound. 

Section  95.6191  VOR  Federal  airway 
191  is  amended  to  delete ; 

Maples,  Mo.,  VOR;  Lenox  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
•2,400— MOCA. 

Lenox  INT,  Mo.;  Delmar  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,200— MOCA. 

Delmar  INT,  Mo.;  Imperial  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,600— MOCA. 

Imperial  INT,  Mo.;  Troy,  Ill.,  VOR;  2,600. 

Section  95.6198  VOR  Federal  airway 
1 98  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Humble,  Tex.,  VOR  via  N  alter.;  Sabine  Pass, 
Tex.,  VOR  via  N  alter.;  1,600. 

Section '95.6211  VOR  Federal  airway 
211  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Mancos  INT,  Colo.;  Cortez,  Colo.,  VOR; 
*11,000.  *10,900— MOCA. 

Section  95.6225  VOR  Federal  airway 
225  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

La  Belle.  Fla.,  VOR;  *Haven  INT,  Fla.; 
**2,000.  *3,000 — MRA.  **1,200— MOCA. 

Section  95.6238  VOR  Federal  airway 

238  is  added  to  read; 

Maples,  Mo.,  VOR;  Lenox  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,400— MOCA. 

Lenox  INT,  Mo.;  Delmar  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,200— MOCA. 

Delmar  INT,  Mo.;  Imperial  INT,  Mo.;  *3,000. 
*2,600— MOCA. 

Imperial  INT,  Mo.;  Troy,  Ill.,  VOR;  2,600. 

Section  95.6239  VOR  Federal  airway 

239  is  added  to  read; 

Forney,  Mo..  VOR;  Algoa  INT,  Mo.;  *2,900. 
*2,500— MOCA. 

Algoa  INT,  Mo.;  Hallsvllle,  Mo..  VOR;  2,800. 

Section  95.6267  VOR  Federal  airway 
267  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  VOR,  via  E  alter.;  Pluto 
INT.  Fla.,  via  E  alter.;  1,600. 

Pluto  INT,  Fla.,  via  E  alter.;  St.  Lucie  INT, 
Fla.,  via  E  alter.;  *2,000.  *1,300— MOCA. 
St.  Lucie  INT,  Fla.,  via  E  alter.;  ’Avon  INT, 
Fla.,  via  E  alter.;  •  *4,000.  *4,000— MCA 
Avon  INT,  southeastbound.  **1,300 — 
MOCA. 

Section  95.6313  VOR  Federal  airway 
313  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Centralla,  Ill.,  VOR;  Decatur,  HI.,  VOR; 
*2,400.  *2,100— MOCA. 

Section  95.6321  VOR  Federal  airway 
321  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Gadsden,  Ala.,  VOR;  Owens  INT,  Ala.;  3,000. 
Owens  INT,  Ala.;  Huntsville,  Ala.,  VOR;  3,500. 

Section  95.6335  VOJR  Federal  airway 
335  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

St.  Louis,  Mo.,  VOR:  Meramec  INT,  Mo.; 
*2,200.  *2,000— MOCA. 

Meramec  INT,  Mo.;  Imperial  INT,  Mo.;  2,600. 
Imperial  INT,  Mo.;  Crystal  City  INT,  Mo.; 
•3,000.  *2,600— MOCA. 

Crystal  City  INT,  Mo.;  Marlon,  Ill.,  VOR; 
*3,500.  *2,400— MOCA. 

Section  95.6337  VOR  Federal  airway 
337  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Bloomer  INT,  Mich.;  Blroh  INT,  Mich.;  *3,000, 
•2,500— MOCA. 

Birch  INT,  Mich.;  Saginaw,  Mich.,  VOR;  2,600. 

Section  95.6343  VOR  Federal  airway 
343  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 
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*Dubols,  Idaho,  VOR;  Ranger  INT,  Mont.; 
••14,000.  *8,700— MCA  Dubois  VOR, 

northbound.  ••18,200 — ^MOCA. 

Ranger  INT,  Mont.;  Gateway  INT,  Mont.; 

southbound,  14,000;  northbound,  10,000. 
Gateway  INT,  Mont.;  *Bozeinan,  Mont., 
VOR;  southbound,  **14,000;  northbound, 
••8,000;  *10,500 — ^MCA  Boeseman  VOR 

southbound.  •  *7,700 — ^MOCA. 

Section  95.6429  VOR  Federal  airway 
429  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

Bible  Grove,  m.,  VOR;  INT,  071*  M  rad, 
Vandalla  VOR  and  012*  Mrad,  Bible  Grove 
VOR;  *2,300.  *1,900— MOCA. 

INT,  071*  M  rad,  VandalU  VOR  and  012*  M 
rad,  Bible  Grove  VOR;  Mattoon,  Ill.,  VOR; 
*2,300.  *2,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6435  VOR  Federal  airway 

435  is  amended  to  read  in  part; 

Rosewood,  Ohio,  VOR;  Upper  Sandusky  INT, 

Ohio;  3,000. 

Upper  Sandusky  INT,  Ohio;  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
VOR;  8,600. 

Section  95.6436  VOR  Federal  airway 

436  is  amended  by  adding: 

Anchorage,  Alaska,  VOR;  *Talkeetna,  Alaska, 
VOR;  3,000.  *4,600— MCA  Talkeetna  VOR, 
northbound. 

Talkeetna,  Alaska,  VOR;  Nenana,  Alaska, 
VOR;  10,000. 

Nenana,  Alaska,  VOR;  Chandalar  Lake, 
Alaska,  LP/RBN;  *10,000.  *8,000— MOCA. 

Section  95.6457  VOR  Federal  airway 
457  is  amended  to  read  in  part : 

Minis  INT,  Mass.;  Boston,  Mass.,  VOR;  2,000. 

Section  95.6492  VOR  Federal  airway 
492  is  amended  to  read  in  part: 

Labelle,  Fla.,  VOR  via  N  alter.;  •Hayen  INT, 
Fla.,  via  N  alter.;  •  *2,000.  *3,000— MRA, 
**1,200— MOCA. 

Section  95.7043  Jet  Route  No.  43  is 
amended  to  read  in  part ; 

From,  to,  ME  A,  and  MAA 

Rosewood,  Ohio,  VORTAC;  Carleton,  Mich., 
VORTAC;  18,000;  46,000. 

Oarleton,  Mich.,  VORTAC;  Sault  Ste.  Marie, 
Mlob.,  VORTAC;  18,000;  45,000. 

Section  95.7125  Jet  Route  No.  125  is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

Anchorage,  Alaska,  VORTAC;  Talkeetna, 
Alaska,  VOR;  18,000;  45,000. 

Talkeetna,  Alaska,  VOR;  Nenana,  Alaska; 

VORTAC:  18,000;  45,000. 

Nenana,  Alaska,  VORTAC;  Chandalar  Lake, 
Alaska,  LF/RBN;  18,000;  45,000. 

Section  95.7511  Jet  Route  No.  511  is 
amended  to  read  in  part: 

Oulkana,  Alaska,  VOR;  United  States-Cana- 
dlan  border;  18,000;  45,000. 

Section  95.7590  Jet  Route  No.  590  is 
amended  to  delete : 

Sault  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.,  VORTAC;  Carleton, 
Mich.,  VORTAC;  18,000;  45,000. 

2.  By  amending  subpart  D  as  follows: 
Section  95.8003  VOR  Federal  airway 
changeover  points: 

From;  to — Changeover  point:  Distance;  from 
V-A36  is  amended  by  adding: 

Talkeetna,  Alaska,  VOR;  Nenana,  Alaska 
VOR;  76;  Nenana. 

Nenana. 

Nenana,  Alaska,  VOR;  Chandalar  Lake, 
Alaska,  LF/RBN;  120;  Nencma. 

V-14  is  added; 


Findlay,  Ohio,  VORTAC;  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
VORTAC;  30;  Findlay. 

(Secs.  307, 1110,  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958; 
49  UB.C.  1348,  1510) 

Issued  in  Washington,  JD.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  12, 1969. 

Richard  S.  Slot, 

Acting  Director, 
Flight  Standards  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-11267;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 
[Public  Land  Order  4694] 

[Wyoming  20650] 

WYOMING 

Partial  Revocation  of  Phosphate 
Reserves  Nos.  11,  22,  and  28 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
June  25,  1910  (36  Stat.  847;  43  UB.C. 
141),  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  F.R.  4831), 
it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  Executive  orders  of  May  29,  1912, 
August  25,  1914,  and  March  16,  1916, 
creating  Phosphate  Reserve  Nos.  11,  22, 
and  28  (Wyoming  Nos.  2,  5,  and  6),  re¬ 
spectively,  which  withdrew  public  lands 
for  classification  and  in  aid  of  legislation 
affecting  the  use  and  disposal  of  phos¬ 
phate  lands  belonging  to  the  United 
States  are  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  they 
affect  the  following  described  lands: 
Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

T.  40  N.,  R.  93  W., 

Sec.  32,  NE>4SWi4,  Si4,SBV4. 

T.  41  N.,  R.  93  W., 

Sec.  4,  lot  3; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  7,  inclusive,  S*^NE*4, 
SE14NW%,  EV^SWV4,  NW>4SEV4; 

Sec.  7,  lot  1,  NEV4NWV4. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  93  W., 

Sec.  28,  WMtSWV4; 

Sec.  29,6V4SEV4; 

Sec.  31,  lot  4,  SV4NEV4,  Ni/jSEVi,  SEV^SEVi; 
Sec.  32,  NE14,  E>^NW%,  NE^SWi4,  Sy, 
SWV4,SE>A; 

Sec.  33,  NW>ANW14,  S^NWl^,  SW^^, 
Ny2SE»4. 

T.  41  N.,  R.  94  W., 

Sec.  1,  lots  1, 3,  and  4,  S^iNVa,  S^^; 

Sec.  2,  SW%NWi4,  SWV4,  NE^SEVi, 
S%SEy«; 

Sec.  3; 

Sec.  9,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  NEl^,  E»4NW>4, 
SE»4SW%; 

Sec.  10,  NVaNEVi,  SW^^NE^^,  NWV4, 
E]4SWV4.  SEV4; 

Sec.  11,NE%,E^W«^,N%SE%,SE%SE%; 
Sec.  12,  N%NE14,  NE%NW%,  SWi4NW>4, 
N^^swy*; 

Sec.  14,N%NW^4,SW%NW%; 

Sec.  16,N%,SW%,NW%SE%; 

Sec.  16,  lots  1  and  2,  NE%,  NEV4NWV4, 
N]4SEi^,  SE^SE]4. 


T.  42  N.,  R.  94  W., 

Sec.  20,  lot  4; 

Sec.  21,  lot  4; 

Sec.  27,  NW]4SW%; 

Sec.  28,  lots  1,  2,  and  3,  SWUNsu 
SEl^NW»^,NE^^SWV4,N^^SE^; 

Sec.  29,  lots  1,  3,  4,  and  5; 

Sec.  33,  lots  1,  2,  and  3,  WV^NE>4,  E)4NW<4 
NE»4SWV4; 

Sec.  34,  SEV4NE‘4,  EViSWiA,  Ey2SE»4: 
Sec.36,W^SW»4. 

T.  42  N.,R.  06  W., 

Sec.  19,  lots  2,  3,  and  4,  S^NE]4,  SEU 
N  W  ,  E  Vi  sw  ,  SE  V4 ; 

Sec.  20,  SW]4NW  ,  SVi : 

Sec.  21,  SI/^; 

Sec.  22,  SVaSWVi,  SWV4SE»4: 

Sec.  25; 

Sec.  26,  lots  1  to  5,  Inclusive,  NWV4NWV4; 
Secs.  27  to  30,  inclusive. 

T.  43  N.,  R.  95  W., 

Sec.  18,  lots  2  and  3,  E^SW^; 

Sec.  20,  SE  NE  V4 ,  E 14  SE  ^ ; 

Sec.  2i,syaNy2,sy2: 

Sec.  22,  SWV4NW%,  SW%,  SW%SE%; 

Sec.  26,  Wy2SWi4; 

Sec.  27,  NW>ANEV4,  SV4NE^,  NW]4 
Nl^S%,  SEy4SEy4; 

Sec.  28,  NEV4,  NyaNW^; 

Sec.  35,  NyaNVi: 

Sec.  36,  NW%NWV4. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  96  W., 

Sec.  13,  SWV4.  SW^^SEl^: 

Sec.  14,  SE14SEV4; 

Sec.  23,  NE^,EV^SWV4,SE^; 

Secs.  24  and  25; 

Sec.  26,  lots  4  and  5,  Ni^NE^,  NE]4NW%. 
T.  43  N.,  R.  96  W., 

Sec.  2,  S^SE^; 

Sec.  11,  NE14,  NEi4SE^; 

Sec.  12,  NW^NW%,  8%NW%,  SWy4, 
NW»4SEV4,St4SE^4; 

Sec.  13,  NEV4,  NE%NW%,  NEV4SE%. 

T.  43  N.,  R.  100  W., 

Sec.  19,  lot  1,SEV4SE»4: 

Sec.  23,  NEV4SW»4,  S%SWV4,  WV4SEV4: 
Sec.  25,  lots  2, 3,  and  4; 

Sec.  26,  lots  1, 2,  and  3,  NV^Ni^; 

Sec.  28,  lots  3  and  4,  SW]4NW%; 

Sec.  29,  lot  1,  N%NW%,  NW»46EV4: 

Sec.  30,  NE^. 

T.  42  N.,  R.  101  W., 

Sec.  2,  SW»ASWV4; 

Sec.  3,  8Vi. 

T.  43  N.,  R.  101  W., 

Sec.  13,  SyaSW^,  SWV4SEV4; 

Sec.  16,  NW14NWV4; 

Sec.  17,N^NEV4,NV^SE^; 

Sec.  24,  Ni/^NE^,  SE^NE^,  NEV4NW%. 
Wind  River  Meridian 
T.  6  N.,  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  1,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  SW%NE]4, 
SE»4NWV4: 

Sec.  2,  lot  1. 

T.  7  N.,  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  14,SW%SE%; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1  and  2,  SE>4NW^,  NE]4SW^; 
Sec.  20,  Nl^SW^^,  SEViSW^^,  S^^SEy4: 
Sec.  23,  NW^^NEl^,  Sl^i'«E^^,  NE«4NWi4. 
SEV4; 

Sec.  24,  SW^^SW^^: 

Sec.  25,  Wya,  NW^^SE^^,  SViSEVi: 

Sec.  26,  NEV4,  NEi4SE%; 

Sec.  27,  NWV4SW»A,  SV4SWV4.  SW]4SE]4: 
Sec.  28,  SW%NE^^,  NWV4NW>^,  SyjNWiA, 
NE]4SWV4,N%SE«4; 

Sec.  29,  NE^NEV4; 

Sec.  34,  N«^NEIA: 

Sec.  35,  NW%NWV4.  S^NW%,  NEy4SWVl, 
NW*ASEV4,  Si/aSEVi: 

Sec.  36,  EV4NE^,  S|L)4. 
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NEt/4SEy4.  s«^SEy4: 

sec.  13.N»4NE»4: 

gee  19,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  W%NEV4. 
E^w^,  SEV4: 

Sec.22,SE«ASEy4: 

Sec.  23,  S54S*y4: 

Sec.24,  S«4avi: 

Sec.  27,N>^Ny!: 

Sec.  28,  N'/i : 

Sec.  29,  N^N*/4; 

Sec.  30,  lot  1,  Ny2NEy4,  NE'/eNWiA. 

T  6  N.,  B.  2  E., 

'sec.3,s%NEy4,s^: 

Sec.  4,  NWy4SW>4,  SyaSVi; 

Sec.  5,  lots  2  and  3,  SyiNEy4,  NEy4SEy4: 

Sec.  6,  lots  2,  3,  and  4; 

Sec.  9,Ni4NEy4: 

Sec.  io,Nwy4Nwy4. 

T  7  N.,  B.  2  E., 

Sec.  2,  lot  4,  swy4Nwy4,  Nwy4Swy4: 

Sec.  3,  lots  1  and  2; 

Sec.  30,  lot  4; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1  to  3,  Inclmlve,  E>4W‘/i, 
sw»4SEy4: 

Sec.  32,  NW 1/4 SW V* .  SV2 SW 1/4 . 

T.  8  K.,  B.  2  E., 

Sec.  7,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  Ey2NW^^, 

sEy4SEy4: 

Sec.  8.  NEy4Swy4,  sy^swiA,  Nwy4SE»4, 
sy,sEy4; 

8ec.9,swy4swy4: 

Sec.  16,  swy4,  Nwy4SEy4,  syaSEiA: 

Sec.  16,  swy4NEy4 ,  wy, ,  SEy4 ; 

Sec.  17,  NE14,  Ny2NW»4,  SE>ANW»4,  Ei/j 
8Wy4,SEi4: 

Sec.  18,  NEJANEt/e: 

Sec.  19,lot4,  SEy4SWy4; 

Sec.21,N^^NE^4: 

Sec.22,Ny2Ny2; 

Sec.  23,  NWy4NE^^,  Si/aNEi^,  Ny2NWy4, 
swy4Nwy4,  Ni/aSWiA,  SEtA: 

Sec.  26,  NEiA,  NEt4NWV4,  SyaNW^,  Ni/a 
SW  y4 ,  SE  >4  SW  >4 ,  w  V2  SE  >4 : 

Sec.  29,  SWy4NWy4,  N>4SW>4,  SEy4SW»4, 
S'4SEy4: 

Sec.  30,  NW>4NE>4,  Sy2NEi4,  NE>4NWy4: 
Sec.  32,NE>4NE»4: 

Sec.  33,  NW«4NE‘4,  Sy2NE>4. 

NEySE‘4: 

Sec.  34,  NW>4SWy4,  Sy2SW»4,  SW«4SE>4; 
Sec.  35,  NW  14 ,  N 1/2  SW  >4 . 

T.  6  N.,  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  3,  lots  2, 3,  and  4; 

Sec.  4,  lots  1  and  2. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  3  E., 


Sec.  2,  NW «4SW «4 ,  S *4 SW »4 ; 

Sec.  3,  lot  2,  sy2NE>4,  Ey2SEi4; 

Sec.  11,  NW»4NEV4,  Sy2NEi4,  Ni/aNWVi, 
8Ey4Nw>4,  Ey2SE»4: 

Sec.  12,  NW>4SW>4,  S»4SW»4,  NE>4SE>4, 
sysEy4: 

Sec.  13,NE»4,  Ny2NW>4,  Ny2SE»4: 

Sec.20,  EyjSE^; 

8ec.21,SW>4SW»4: 

Sec.  25,  S>4SW>4,  NE>4SE>4,  Sy2SE»4; 

Sec.  26,SE14SE>4: 

Sec.  28.  NW»4NW>4,  Sy2NWi4,  Ny2SW«4. 

8Ey4Swy4,  swy4SE>4: 

Sec.  33,  N  ‘4  NE  ‘4 ,  SE  »4  NE  »4 ,  NE‘4  SE  14 ; 

Sec.  34.  SyaNya.  NyaSy*; 

Sec.  35,  Ny2NE>4,  SW>4NE»4,  NE>4NW»4, 
8‘4Nwy4: 

Sec.36,Ny2NW»4. 

r.  7  N..  R.  3  E., 

Sec.  28,  SE»4SE>4: 

Sec.33,  Ey2NE>4: 

Sec.  34,  SW»4NW>4,  Ny2SW»4,  SE>4SW‘4. 
T,  6  N.,  R.  4  E., 

Secs.  1  to  5,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  6,  lot  7,  Sy2NE>4,  Ey2SW>4,  SE‘4; 

Secs.  7  to  12,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  13,  Ny*.  Ny2SW»4.  SW»4SW»4.  Nya 
SE14.SE»4SE»4; 

Secs.  14  to  17,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  NE»4,  Ey2W‘4. 

E4SEy4; 

Sec.  19,  NEi4NE>4.  NViSE^,  SE>4SE»4; 

Sec.  20,  Nya,  NE>4SE»4; 


Sec.  21; 

Sec.  22.  Nya.  swy4.  NyaSEy4,  swy4SEy4; 
Sec.  23,  NWy4NEy4,  N>4NWy4.  SWy4NWV4. 

NW»4SW^; 

Sec.24,EyaNE%; 

Sec.  28,  SyaNE^,  EyaSE»4: 

Sec.  30.  lots  2  and  3,  NE14,  SE>4NW»4. 
NE>4SW>4.  NW»4SEV4. 

T.  7  N.,  R.  4  E., 

Sec.  13,  lots  3  and  4; 

Sec.  24,  NyaNE‘4.  SEi4NEy4,  NEi4SE«4. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  5  E.. 

Secs.  1  to  12,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  13.  Nya,  SW»4,  N'4SE>4,  SW>4SE»4; 
Secs.  14  to  17,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  NE>4,  EyaW>4; 
NyaSE‘4,  SW>4SE%; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1  and  2,  NWy4NE>4.  NEy4 
NW»4; 

Sec.  20.  Ny2NE>4,  SE>4NEi4,  NE>4NW»4; 
Sec.  21,  NEy4,  N»4NWy4,  N>4SEy4. 
SEy4SEi4; 

Sec.  22,  Nya,  NyaSWVi,  SW>4SW»4,  Nya 
SEy4; 

Sec.  23,  wyaNEy4,  wya,  SEy4; 

Sec.  24,  Wy2NE>4 .  NW»4 ; 

Sec.  25.  NWi4SW»4; 

Sec.  26,  NWy4NE«4,  NEy4NWi4,  NEi4SE»4; 
Sec.  28,NE14NE>4. 

T.  7  N..  R.  5  E., 

Secs.  13  to  18  Inclusive; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1,  2,  and  3,  Eya,  EyaWya; 

Secs.  20  to  29,  Inclusive; 

Sec.  30.  Eya,  NE«4NW»4; 

Sec.  32,  NyaNE>4,  SE>4NE>4,  NE'4SE'4; 
Secs.  33  to  36,  Inclusive. 

T.  5  N.,  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  21,NE>4NE>4; 

Sec.  22,  lot  1. 

T.  6  N.,  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  3,  lots  1, 2,  and  3; 

Sec.  4.  N>4NE»4,  SE‘4NE»4.  NEy4NW»4, 
E*4SE>4,  In  part  unsurveyed; 

Sec.  5.  WyaNE»4.  NW»4,  NyaSW>4.  SWV4 
SW  >4 ,  NW  >4  SE  ^ ,  unsurveyed; 

Sec.  6; 

Sec.  7.  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  N>4NE>4, 
SW»4NEi4.  EyaNW>4,  NEi4SW>4,  NW>4 
SE»4,  SyaSE‘4; 

Sec.  17,  EyaNE^; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  NW*4NEV4, 
SyaNEy4,  Eya  wya,  WyaSEy4; 

Sec.  19,  lots  1  and  2,  E>4NW>4. 

T.  7  N..  R.  6  E., 

Secs.  15  to  22,  Inclusive; 

Secs.  27  and  28; 

Sec.  29,  Nya,  NyaSE>4.  SE>4SEy4; 

Sec.  30,  lot  2,  that  part  lying  In  the  W*4. 
lots  3,  4.  6,  8,  and  9,  NE>4NE>4,  SE>4 
NW>4,  EyaSW>4.  SW»4SE«4; 

Sec.  31,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  NW>4NE>4, 
SyaNE>4.  EyaWya,  SE«4; 

Sec.  32,  NW»4NW>4,  SyaNW>4,  SW<4, 

WyaSEy4; 

Sec.  33,  NE>4.  EyaNW*4,  NE»4SWy4,  SE>4; 
Sec.  34. 

T.  7  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  5,SWi4NW*4,SW»4,SyaSE»4; 

Sec.  6,  lots  4  and  6,  S»4NEi4,  SE>4NW>4, 
NyaSE»4,  SE>4SE«4; 

Sec.  7,  lot  4,  EyaNE«4,  SE14SWV4, 
NEy4SE»4; 

Sec.  8,  NyaNE>4,  W»4,  NW»4SE>4; 

Sec.  9,  SWV4NE14,  NW‘4NW>4,  SyaNW»4, 
NE‘4SW>4,  SE>4; 

Sec.  10,  sw»4NE»4,sv4NW>4,  sya; 

Sec.  11,  NE‘4,  SEV4NW»4. 8*4; 

Sec.  12,NW*4SW*4,  S»4SW*4: 

Sec.  13,  NW*4NE*4.  S*4NE*4,  NE*4NW*4, 
E*4SE*4; 

Sec.  14,N*4NW^4; 

Sec.  15,NE*4NE*4; 

Sec.  18,  lot  1,  NW'4NE*4,  S*4NE*4, 

NE*4NW*4. 

T.  8  N.,  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  13,  lots  1  and  2; 

Sec.  15,  lot  2; 

Sec.  21,  lot  1,E^SE*4; 


Sec.  22,  lot  1,  NE*4NW*4,  SW*4NWy4, 
W%SW*4; 

Sec.  24,  NE*4,  NE»4NWyi,  NE*4SEi4; 

Sec.  25.N*4N^; 

Sec.  26,  NEy4NE*4,  NW»4NW*4: 

Sec.  27,  NE*4NE14,  Ni^NW*4. 

T.  7  N.,  R.  2  W., 

Sec.  1,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  S*4N*4,  NW*4 
SW*4,  S*4SW*4; 

Sec.  2,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  S*4N*4,  NE>4 
SW*4.  SE*4; 

Sec.  3,  lots  1  to  4,  Inclusive,  SE*4NE*4, 

8*4  NW  *4; 

Sec.  4,  lots  1  and  2,  S*4NE*4,  N*4SWi4, 
SW*4SW*4,  N*4SE*4; 

Sec.  5,  SE*4; 

Sec.  6,  lot  7,  SE*4SW*4; 

Sec.  7,  lot  1,  NW*4NE*4,  S*4NE*4,  E*4 
NW*4,  SE*4; 

Sec.  8,  NE*4 ,  E*4NW*4 ,  S*4 ; 

Sec.  9,  S*4; 

Sec.  11,  N*4NE*4,  SE*4NE*4,  NE*4SE*4; 

Sec.  12,  SWViNE*4,  W*4,  SE*4; 

Sec.  13,  N*4NE*4; 

Sec.  14,S*4SW*4; 

Sec.  15,S*4S*4; 

Sec.  16,  NE  *4  NE  *4 ,  W  *4  SW  *4 ; 

*  Sec.  17,  N*4NE*4,  SE*4NE*4,  E*4SE*4; 

Sec.  19,  lots  3  and  4,  Ei4SW*4,  SE*4; 

Sec.  20,  NE*4,  NE*4NW*4,  S*4NW*4,  S*4r 
Sec.  21,  N*4,  SW*4,  N*4SE*4; 

Sec.  22.N*4,  N*4Sya; 

Sec.  23,  N*4,NW*4SW*4,N*4SE*4;  ' 

Sec.  24,  NW*4NW*4,  S*4NW*4,  8W*4,  ^ 

W*4SE*4;  i 

Sec.  25,  NE*4,  NE*4NW*4. 

T.  8  N.,  R.  2  W.,  I 

Sec.  34,  lots  1, 2,  and  3;  | 

Sec.  35,  lots  1,  3,  and  4,  S*4SE*4 ; 

Sec.  36.  lot  4,  S*4SW*4,  SW*4SE*4.  I 

The  areas  described  aggregate  ap-  ! 

proximately  90,063  acres  in  Fremont  and 
Hot  Springs  Counties. 

Harrison  Loesch, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

September  16,  1969. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11321;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.l 


Title  47— TaECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

PART  0— COMMISSION 
ORGANIZATION 

Change  of  Address  of  Official 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  the 
desirability  of  making  an  editorial 
change  in  §  0.121  of  its  rules  showing  the 
location  of  the  Field  Engineering  Bu¬ 
reau’s  field  offices  and  monitoring 
stations. 

2.  Authority  for  the  amendment  is 
contained  in  sections  4(i),  5(d)  (1),  and 
303  (r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  0.261(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules.  Because  the  amend¬ 
ment  is  editorial  in  nature,  the  prior 
notice  and  effective  date  provisions  of 
section  4  of  the  Administrative  Proce¬ 
dure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  553,  do  not  apply. 

3.  It  is  ordered.  That  Part  0  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below  effective  September  24,  1969. 

Adopted:  September  17,  1969. 

Released:  September  18,  1969. 
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(Secs.  4,  5,  303,  48  Stat.  as  afnended,  1066, 
1068,  1082;  47  U.S.C.  154,  165,  303) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[  SEAL  1  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

In  S  0.121  the  address  of  the  Engineer 
in  Charge  for  Radio  District  4  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

Radio 

district  Address  of  engineer  in  charge 

4 _ Room  819,  Federal  Building, 

Baltimore,  Md.  21201. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-11325;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  18592,  BM-1439;  FOG  69-1002] 

PART  73— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 

Broadcast  Stations,  Hagerstown, 

Md.,  and  Altoona,  Pa. 

1.  On  July  2,  1969,  the  Commission 
adopted  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
(released  July  3,  1969)  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter  (FCXT  69-732)  pursuant 
to  a  petition  (RM-1439)  filed  by  the 
Maryland  Public  Broadcasting  Commis¬ 
sion  (MPBC).’  Interested  parties  were 
afforded  an  opportunity  to  comment  on 
or  before  August  11,  1969,  and  to  reply  to 
such  comments  on  or  before  August  21, 
1969.  One  brief  comment  was  filed  by 
petitioner. 

2.  The  Commission’s  notice  considered 
the  petition,  comments,  and  reply  com¬ 
ments  of  MPBC  as  well  as  the  comment 
of  the  Association  of  the  Maximum  Serv¬ 
ice  Telecasters.  It  responded  by  propos¬ 
ing  to  replace  CThannel  *68  with  Channel 
*31  at  Hagerstown,  Md.,  and  replacing 
Channel  31  with  Channel  38  at  Altoona, 
Pa.*  The  present  assignments  at  Hagers¬ 
town  are  Channels  25  and  *68.  There  is 
a  construction  permit  held  by  WHAQ- 
TV  for  Channel  25  while  no  applications 
are  pending  for  Channel  *68.  Channels 
10,  31,  47,  and  *57  are  presently  assigned 
to  Altoona.  While  WFBG-TV  occupies 
Channel  10,  the  remaining  assignments 
have  no  applications  pending  for  their 
use.  Hagerstown  is  located  in  Washing¬ 
ton  County:  their  populations  respec¬ 
tively  are  36,660  and  91,219.  Altoona  (lo¬ 
cated  in  Blair  County  with  a  population 
of  137,270)  has  69,407  residents.* 

3.  MPBC  in  its  supporting  comment 
asserts  that  “An  educational  television 
station  at  Hagerstown  would  be  an  im- 


'On  July  1.  1969,  the  Maryland  Educa¬ 
tional-Cultural  Broadcasting  Commission, 
under  which  name  the  original  petition  for 
rule  making  was  filed,  was  renamed  the 
Maryland  Public  Broadcasting  Commission. 

>  Our  minimum  mileage  separation  require¬ 
ments  require  the  deletion  of  Channel  31  at 
Altoona  In  order  for  that  channel  to  be  as¬ 
signed  to  Hagerstown. 

*  All  population  statistics  are  in  accordance 
with  the  1960  U.S.  Census. 


portant  part  of  the  seven-staticm  State¬ 
wide  network  to  be  dev^oped,  operated, 
and  maintained  by  ttie  MPBC.  As  sta^ 
in  the  petition  for  rule  making,  MPBC 
is  of  the  opinion  that  because  of  the 
mountainous  terrain  surrounding  the 
Hagerstown  area  in  western  Maryland, 
a  lower  UHF  reserved  channel  would 
provide  better  coverage  because  of  the 
technical  superiority  of  the  lower  UHF 
television  broadcast  channels  *  *  *.  The 
proposal  is  technically  feasible,  and  the 
subsUtutlon  of  a  lower  UHF  reserved 
channel  at  Hagerstown  may  be  accom¬ 
plished  without  adverse  impact  upon 
allocations  in  other  communities,  inas¬ 
much  as  a  satisfactory  UHF  channel, 
Channel  38,  may  be  substituted  at  Al¬ 
toona,  Pa.,  in  place  of  existing  Channel 
31.  The  MPBC  believes  that  the  instant 
proposals  would  serve  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  assist  in  the  development  of  an 
effective  Statewide  educational  televi¬ 
sion  service  to  Maryland”. 

4.  The  Commission  does  not  share  pe¬ 
titioner’s  view  that  a  lower  UHF  assign¬ 
ment,  Channel  *31  in  place  of  CThannel 
*68,  is  substantially  superior.  However, 
we  do  concur  in  the  other  uncontested 
points  made  by  MPBC.  Hence,  in  order 
to  facilitate  the  early  development  of  a 
Statewide  educational  television  network 
in  Maryland,  we  find  that  it  is  in  the 
public  Interest  to  replace  Channel  *68 
with  Channel  *31  at  Hagerstown,  Md., 
and  to  substitute  CJhannel  38  for  CThannel 
31  at  Altoona,  Pa. 

5.  The  assignment  of  Channel  *31  to 
Hagerstown  involves  a  shortage  of  ap¬ 
proximately  2  miles  in  the  60-mile 
"taboo”  separation  which  is  required  be¬ 
tween  the  Hagerstown  reference  point 
and  the  authorized  transmitter  site  of 
WBFF,  Channel  45,  Baltimore,  Md.  The 
assignment  is  being  made,  however,  with 
the  specified  condition  that  any  tower 
site  for  Channel  *31  at  Hagerstown  be 
located  so  as  to  meet  all  of  our  minimiun 
mileage  separation  requirements  to  other 
assignments.*  The  new  assignment  of 
crhannel  38  to  Altoona  fully  meets  all  of 
the  spacing  requirements  contained  in 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

6.  Authority  for  the  action  taken 
herein,  is  contained  in  sections  4(1) ,  303, 
and  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

7.  Accordingly:  It  is  ordered.  That 
effective  October  30,  1969,  the  Table  of 
Assignments  in  §  73.606(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  is  amended.  Insofar  as 
the  cities  listed  below  are  concerned,  to 
read  as  follows: 

City  Channels 

Hagerstown,  Md _ 25,  *31 

Altoona,  Pa . .  10,  38,  47,  *57 

8.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  is  terminated. 


‘Petitioner  proposes  to  construct  a  tower 
site  for  Channel  *31  at  Hagerstown,  ai^rox- 
Imately  13  miles  west  of  that  community, 
where  It  would  be  in  full  oompllance  with  our 
rules.  Both  MPBC  and  the  Maximum  Service 
Telecasters  have  agreed  to  this  oonditl<m  in 
earlier  pleadings  filed  In  this  proceeding. 


(Secs.  4,  303,  307,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066 
1082,  1063;  47  U.S.C.  154,  303,  307) 

Adopted:  September  17, 1969. 

Released :  September  18, 1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  69-11327;  Piled,  Sept.  22,  1968; 
8:46  a.m.] 


(Docket  No.  18271] 

PART  81— STATIONS  ON  LAND  IN 
MARITIME  SERVICES 

PART  83— STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD 
IN  MARITIME  SERVICES 

First  Report  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  amendments  of  Parts 
2,  81,  83,  and  85 — to  effect  orderly  shifts 
from  present  double  sideband  (DSB) 
and/or  single  sideband  (SSB)  to  new  (re¬ 
placement)  frequencies;  to  establish  a  re¬ 
vised  schedule  of  dates,  technical  stand¬ 
ards,  frequencies  and  other  requirements 
for  the  transition  of  ship  and  coast  sta¬ 
tions  from  DSB  to  SSB  radiotelephony  on 
frequencies  within  the  revised  frequency 
allotments  adopted  by  the  World  Adnii- 
istrative  Radio  Conference,  (Senevar— 
1967,  for  the  exclusive  HP  maritime  mo¬ 
bile  service  bands  between  4  and  23 
Mc/s;  Docket  No.  18271,  PCC  69-1010. 

1.  A  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
in  the  above-captioned  matter  was  re¬ 
leased  on  August  8,  1968,  and  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  Au¬ 
gust  16,  1968  (FCC  68-781,  33  F.R.  11669). 
By  order,  released  on  September  24, 1968, 
an  extension  of  time  was  granted  in 
which  to  file  comments.  In  the  notice,  the 
Commission  proposed  to  amend  its  rules 
governing  stations  in  the  Maritime  Serv¬ 
ices  for  the  exclusive  bands  between  4 
and  23  Mc/s. 

2.  This  first  report  and  order  is  di¬ 
rected  to  the  matter  of  amendment  of  the 
rules  to  (a)  withdraw,  effective  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1969,  availability  of  the  double 
sideband  radiotelephone  carrier  fre¬ 
quency  6240  kc/s  and  the  single  sideband 
radiotelephone  carrier  frequency  6236.9 
kc/s;  and  (b)  to  make  available  for  im¬ 
mediate  use  the  replacement  radiotele¬ 
phone  carrier  frequency  6147.5  kc/s  with 
emission  6A3,  2.8A3A,  2.8A3H,  and 
2.8A3J.  The  area  of  use  of  these  three 
frequencies  is  limited  to  the  Mississippi 
River  System. 

3.  In  order  that  licensees  of  coast  and 
ship  stations  may  have  sufficient  time  in 
which  to  effect  transition  from  6240  to 
6147.5  kc/s  prior  to  October  31,  1969,  it 
is  necessary  that  Parts  81  and  83  be 
amended  at  the  earliest  practicable  date. 
This  first  report  and  order,  therefore,  is 
limited  to  (a)  withdrawal  of  availability 
of  6240  kc/s  (and  6236.9  kc/s)  on  Octo¬ 
ber  31,  1969,  and  (b)  making  immedi¬ 
ately  available  6147.5  kc/s,  as  the  replace¬ 
ment  for  6240  kc/s.  Altoough  the  notice 
did  not  specify  the  replacement  fre¬ 
quency  it  did  clearly  indicate  that  6240 
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d  6239  9  ^c/s  would  iK)t  be  available  proceeding  may  be  submitted  without  a 
Sr  radio-telephony  and  that  a  replace- 
ir'nt  freoucncy  would  be  made  available. 

no  objections  to  this  pro- 
nnsed  course  of  action. 

4  In  its  notice,  the  Commission  dls- 
russed  at  length  the  circumstances  ^cfa 
necessitate  withdrawal  of  6240  kc/s  on 
October  31, 1969.  In  brief  review,  the  ITU 
World  Administrative  Radio  Conference 
(WARC),  Geneva,  1967,  among  other 
things,  (a)  redistributed  frequency  al¬ 
locations  between  the  various  maritime 
mobile  services:  and  (b)  established  a 
worldwide  schedule  of  dates  for  tran¬ 
sition  frwn  the  "old”  to  the  “new”  fre¬ 
quencies  for  each  of  the  redistributed 
In  order  to  more  efif actively  provide 
fat  the  needs  of  those  services.  As  a  con¬ 
sequence  of  these  shifts  in  band-edges, 

6240  kc/s  now  falls  wholly  within  the 
allotted  for  Wideband  Telegraphy, 
facsimile  and  Special  Transmission  Sys¬ 
tems.  TTiis  band  is  not  available  for 
radiotelephony.  Thus,  it  has  been  neces¬ 
sary  to  shift  current  operations  from 
6240  kc/s  to  a  replacanent  frequency. 

Under  the  WARC  schedule,  changes 
frtun  “(dd"  to  “new”  frequencies  within 
the  band  available  for  Wideband  Teleg¬ 
raphy,  Facsimile  and  Special  Transmis¬ 
sion  l^rstems  are  to  be  carried  out  during 
the  period  November  1,  to  December  31, 

1969.  It  is  necessary,  therefore,  that  use 
of  6240  kc/s  for  radiotelephony  be  dis¬ 
continued  on  or  before  October  31,  1969. 

5.  Noting  that  6147.5  kc/s  is  induded 
in  the  band  5950-6200  kc/s  and  that  this 
band  is  allocated  to  International  Broad¬ 
casting,  the  rule  changes  herein  adopted 
will  Include  the  following  footnote: 


fee. 

9.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or~ 
dered.  That,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
contained  in  section  303  (c) ,  (f) ,  and  (r) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  Parts  81  and  83  (A  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  are  amended  effective 
September  26,  1969,  as  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graphs  5  and  6  above. 

10.  The  formal  codification  of  the 
changes  described  above  will  be  accom¬ 
plished  by  a  subsequent  order  of  the 
Commission  in  this  docket. 

(Secs.  4, 308, 48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47  U.S.C.  154,  303) 

Adopted:  September  17,  1969. 

Released:  September  18,  1969. 

Federal  Coiuiunications 
Commission, 

Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

22.  1960; 


[SEAL] 


IPJl.  Doc.  69-11326;  Piled,  Sept, 
8:46  a.m.] 


The  frequency  6147.6  kc/s  may  be  author¬ 
ised  for  simplex  operation  by  non-Oovem- 
ment  coast  and  ship  radiotelephone  stations 
operating  In  the  Mississippi  River  System  on 
the  condition  that  harmful  Interference  shall 
not  be  caused  to  stations  operating  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations. 

6.  Based  on  the  foregoing  considera¬ 
tions: 

a.  The  following  sections  of  the  rules 
are  amended  to  delete  the  frequency 
6240  kc/s,  effective  November  1, 1969,  and 
to  add  the  frequency  6147.5  kc/s,  effec¬ 
tive  September  26, 1969. 

Port  81  Part  83 

81.304(a)(2).  83.361(a)(2). 

81504(b)(3).  83.361(b)(6). 

81.80e(c).  83.361(b)(6). 

83.366(a)(3). 

b.  The  following  sections  of  the  rules 
are  amended  to  delete  the  frequency 
6236.9  kc/s,  effective  November  1, 1969: ' 

Pvt  81  Part  83 

81504(a)(3).  83.351(a)(3). 

81504(b)(3).  83551(b)(6). 

81.806(c).  83.351(b)(6). 

83.355(a)  (3). 

7.  For  the  reasons  stated  herein,  the 
Commission  finds  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  these  rule  changes  effective 
September  26,  1969.  This  action  is  taken 
pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  553. 

8.  An  application  for  modification  sub¬ 
mitted  solely  for  a  frequency  change  that 
is  necessary  to  comply  with  any  rule 
amendments  adopted  as  a  result  of  this 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  III — Federal  Highway  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation 

PART  371— FEDERAL  MOTOR 
VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  108;  Lamps  Reflective  De¬ 
vices,  and  Associated  Equipment- 
Passenger  Cars,  Multipurpose  Pas¬ 
senger  Vehicles,  Trucks,  Buses, 
Trailers,  and  Motorcycles 


Federal  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Stand¬ 
ard  No.  108  (33  F.R.  19708)  si>eclfies 
requirements  for  lamps,  reflective  de¬ 
vices,  and  associated  equipment  for 
passenger  cars,  multipurpose  passenger 
vehicles,  trucks,  buses,  trailers,  and  mo¬ 
torcycles.  The  Federal  Highway  Adminis¬ 
trator  is  amoiding  this  standard  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  reserve  front  lighting  system  for 
piassenger  cars;  and  multipurpose  pas¬ 
senger  vehicles,  trucks,  and  buses,  of  less 
than  80  inches  in  overall  width.  Spe¬ 
cifically,  the  amendment  requires  that 
parking  lamps  be  activated  when  the 
headlamps  are  activated.  This  will  pro¬ 
vide  pedestrians  and  oncoming  drivers 
with  a  means  of  determining  the  position 
of  a  vehicle  in  the  event  of  headlamp  fail¬ 
ure.  In  addition,  the  amendment  estab¬ 
lishes  new  minimum  and  maximum 
photometric  values  for  parking  lamps. 
The  new  photometric  values  are  con¬ 
sidered  necessary  for  lighting  adequately 
the  corner  of  a  vehicle  having  a  head¬ 
lamp  failure. 

By  an  advance  notice  of  proposed  rule 
making  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  October  8,  1968  (33  F.R.  15028) ,  and 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register.  February 
7,  1969  (34  F.R.  1836),  the  Administrator 
invited  interested  parties  to  submit  com¬ 
ments  with  respect  to  requirements  for 


the  reserve  lighting  system.  All  com¬ 
ments  received  have  been  considered. 

Several  persons  objected  to  the  idea 
of  a  maximum  candlepower  limitation 
for  parking  lamps,  claiming  that  such 
a  li^taticm  was  not  related  to  safety. 
Maximum  limitations  are  necessary  to 
limit  the  glare  from  such  lamps.  Com¬ 
ments  indicated  that,  if  a  maximum  were 
established,  the  value  should  be  250  can¬ 
dlepower  rather  than  the  90  candlepower 
^ecified.  The  Administrator  believes 
that  a  maximum  of  250  candlepower  for 
test  points  below  the  horizontal  plane 
will  not  create  excessive  glare.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  maximum  value  is  changed  to 
125  candlepower  for  test  points  on  or 
above  the  horizontal  plane,  and  to  250 
candlepower  for  test  points  below  the 
horizontal  plane. 

The  Administrator,  considering  the 
present  minimum  candlepower  require¬ 
ment  (0.62  as  specified  in  Standard  No. 
108)  to  be  inadequate  for  parking  lamps 
when  used  either  as  a  reserve  lighting 
system  or  for  indicating  a  parked  vehicle, 
had  proposed  that  new  minimum  re¬ 
quirements  be  adopted.  Several  Euro¬ 
pean  vehicle  and  equipment  manufac¬ 
turers  objected  to  this  proposal  and  rec¬ 
ommend^  minimuift  photometric  values 
which  are  cixnpatible  with  the  KC.E. 
(United  Nations)  Regulatioi^  No.  7.  The 
Administrator  considers  this'  recommen¬ 
dation  to  have  merit.  The  minimum 
photometric  values  ad<H>ted  in  this 
amendmoit  represent  certain  E.C.E. 
values  plus  some  intermediate  test  points. 

Several  comments  from  European 
manufacturers  requested  that  use  of 
white  parking  lamps  be  permitted  as  an 
alternative  to  amber  lamps,  since  white 
lamps  are  required  by  regulation  in  most 
European  countries.  Other  comments 
pointed  out  that  white  lamps  were  more 
readily  identifiable  as  reserve  front 
lamps,  since  the  primary  headlamps  are 
white.  The  Administrator  believes  these 
comments  have  merit,  and  the  amend¬ 
ment  provides  for  use  of  either  white  or 
amber  parking  lamps. 

Several  comments  objected  to  the  ex¬ 
tension  of  the  5  to  1  candlepower  ratio 
requirement  of  combination  parking 
lamps  and  turn  signal  lamps  to  sepa¬ 
rately  mounted  parking  lamps.  The  con¬ 
tention  is  that  this  candlepower  ratio  is 
necessary  for  an  effective  turn  signal  on 
combination  units,  but  for  separate  imits 
the  turn  signal  effectiveness  is  interde¬ 
pendent  on  the  candlepower  ratio  and 
the  separation  distance;  therefore,  lesser 
ratios  are  equally  effective  with  larger 
separation  distances.  The  comments, 
however,  did  not  suggest  ratio  require¬ 
ments  related  to  separation  distance.  The 
Administrator  appreciates  the  problem 
and  will  consider  this  matter  further.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  candlepower  ratio  require¬ 
ments  for  separately  mounted  parking 
lamps  and  turn  signal  lamps  are  not 
included  in  this  amendment. 

It  is  clearly  in  the  public  interest  to 
have  the  parking  lamp  activation  re¬ 
quirement,  which  deals  with  a  problem 
not  heretofore  regulated,  in  effect  earlier 
than  180  days  from  the  date  of  this 
amendment.  Indeed,  the  safety  benefits 
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derived  'from  this  requirement  warrant 
its  becoming  effective  as  soon  as  practi¬ 
cable.  For  this  reason,  and  In  >dew  of 
the  fact  that  no  maniifacturer  repre¬ 
sented  that  it  could  not  comply  with  this 
requirement  by  January  1.  1970,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  finds  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  parking  lamp  activation 
requlremwit  effective  January  1,  1970. 
With  respect  to  the  photometric  values 
requirements,  several  European  manu- 
fcurturers  stated  that  substantial  lead 
time  was  needed  in  order  to  comply  with 
these  requirements  because  of  limited 
availability  of  test  facilities.  The  Admin¬ 
istrator  believes  that  good  cause  has  been 
shown  for  making  the  effective  date  for 
these  requirements  later  than  1  year 
frmn  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  amend¬ 
ment.  A  January  1, 1971  effective  date  for 
these  requirements  is  warranted. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No.  108  is 
amended,  effective  January  1, 1970,  add¬ 
ing  the  following  paragraphs  (S3.1.1.12 
and  S3.4.8)  to  the  standard  (S  371-21) : 

S3.1.1.12  On  and  after  January  1, 
1971,  parking  lamps  on  passenger  cars; 
and  multipurpose  passenger  vehicles, 
trucks,  and  buses,  of  less  than  80  inches 
overall  width  shall  be  either  amber  or 
white  and  the  minimum  and  maximiun 
candlepower  requirements  for  such 
lami>s  shall  be  as  follows : 


TmI  point 
(degrees) 

Minimum 

candlepower 

Maximum 

candlepower 

lOU-..-. 

...  lOL . 

as 

125 

V . 

as 

125 

lOR . 

as 

126 

su _ 

...  20L . 

at 

125 

lOL . 

as 

125 

5L . 

1.4 

12S 

V . 

2.S 

125 

SR . 

1.4 

125 

lOR . 

as 

125 

aoR . 

at 

la 

H . 

...  aoL . 

at 

125 

1»L . 

i.t 

1‘ffi 

SL . 

3.« 

la 

V . 

t.o 

la 

SR . 

3.6 

la 

lOR . 

1.4 

la 

aoR . 

at 

la 

5D.... 

...  aoL . 

at 

250 

lOL . 

as 

250 

SL . 

1.4 

250 

V . 

2.S 

250 

SR . . 

1.4 

250 

lOR . . 

as 

250 

aoR . 

at 

250 

WD... 

...  lOL . 

as 

250 

V . 

as 

250 

lOR . 

as 

260 

•  •  •  •  * 


S3.4.8  On  and  after  January  1,  1970, 
parking  lamps  on  passenger  cars;  and 
multipurpose  passenger  vehicles,  trucks, 
and  biises,  of  less  than  80  inches  overall 
width,  shall  be  activated  whenever  the 
headlamps  are  activated. 

(Secs.  103  and  119  of  the  National  lYaffic 
and  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Act  of  1966;  16 
VS.C.  1392, 1407  and  pursuant  to  the  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  from  the  Secretary  of 
Transportation,  to  the  Federal  Highway 
Administrator,  49  CPS  1.4(c) ) 

Issued  on  September  17,  1969. 

P.  C.  Turnm, 

Federal  Highway  Administrator, 
irjt.  Doc.  69-11313;  PUed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:46  am.] 


Title  50— WILDLIFE  AND 
FISHERIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries 
and  Wildlife,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  Department  of  the  Interior 

SUBCHAPTER  C— THE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE 
REFUGE  SYSTEM 

PART  32— HUNTING 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Wyo. 

On  page  14079  of  the  Federal  Register 
of  September  5, 1969,  there  was  published 
a  notice  of  a  proposed  amendment  to  50 
OFR  32.11,  32.21,  and  32.31,  The  purpose 
of  this  amendment  is  to  provide  public 
hunting  of  migratory  game  birds,  up¬ 
land  game,  and  big  game  on  certain  areas 
of  the  National  Wildlife  Refuge  System, 
as  legislatively  permitted. 

Interested  persons  were  given  15  days 
in  which  to  submit  written  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  amendment.  No  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  have  been  re¬ 
ceived.  The  proposed  amendment  is  here¬ 
by  adopted  without  change. 

Since  this  amendment  benefits  the 
public  by  relieving  existing  restrictions 
on  hunting,  it  shall  become  effective  upon 
publication  In  the  Federal  Register  (sec. 
10,  45  Stat.  1224, 16  UB.C.  715i;  sec.  4.  80 
Stat.  927,  16  U.S.C.  668dd) . 

1.  Section  32.11  is  amended  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  addition: 

§  32.11  List  of  open  areas;  migratory 
game  birds. 

•  •  «  *  • 

Wyoming 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

2.  Section  32.21  is  amended  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  addition: 

§  32.21  List  of  open  areas;  upland  game. 
•  •  •  •  * 

Wyoming 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

3.  Section  32.31  is  amended  by  the  fol¬ 
lowing  addition: 

§  32.31  List  of  open  areas;  big  game. 

•  •  •  •  • 

Wyoming 

Seedskadee  National  Wildlife  Refuge. 

A.  V.  Tunison, 
Acting  Director,  Bureau  of 
Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife. 

September  18,  1969. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-11309;  Piled,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Rice  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge 
Minn. 

The  following  special  regulation  ig 
issued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  piAlica- 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
areas. 

Minnesota 

RICE  LAKE  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  ruffed  grouse  on  the 
Rice  Lake  National  Wildlife  Refuge  is 
permitted  from  sunrise  to  sunset  Sep¬ 
tember  27  through  November  2, 1969,  and 
November  19  through  November  30, 1969, 
inclusive,  only  on  the  area  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open  area 
comprising  2,200  acres,  is  delineated  on 
a  map  available  at  refuge  headquarters, 
McGregor,  Minn.,  and  from  the  Regional 
Director,  Bureau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and 
Wildlife,  Federal  Building,  Port  Snelling 
Twin  Cities,  Minn.  55111,  Hunting  shall 
be  in  accordance  with  all  applicable 
State  regulations  governing  the  hunt¬ 
ing  of  upland  game. 

Carl  E.  Pospichal, 
Refuge  Manager.  Rice  Lake  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Mc¬ 
Gregor,  Minn. 

August  27, 1969. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-11311;  Piled,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:45  a.m.] 


PART  32— HUNTING 

Upper  Souris  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  N.  Dak. 

The  following  special  regulation  is 
issued  and  is  effective  on  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register. 

§  32.32  .Special  regulations;  big  game; 
for  individual  wildlife  refuge  areas. 

North  Dakota 

UPPER  SOURIS  NATIONAL  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  deer  on  the  Upper 
Souris  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  N.  Dak., 
is  permitted  on  all  areas  except  those 
designated  as  closed.  The  open  areas, 
comprising  31,800  acres  are  delineated 
on  mai>s  available  at  refuge  head¬ 
quarters,  Foxholm,  N.  Dak.,  and  from 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Sport  Fisheries  and  Wildlife, 
Federal  Building,  Fort  Snelling,  Twin 
Cities,  Minn.  55111.  Hunting  shall  be  in 
accordance  with  all  applicable  State  reg¬ 
ulations  covering  the  hunting  of  deer 
subject  to  the  following  special  condi¬ 
tions: 

(1)  The  open  season  for  hunting  deer 
on  the  refuge  is  from  noon  November  7 
to  sunset  November  16. 1969,  c  s.t. 

(2)  The  refuge  shall  be  closed  to  all 
vehicular  travel  except  the  main  public 
roads. 

(3)  Regular  gun  license  permits  tbe 
taking  of  whitetailed  deer  with  foiled 
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antlers  on  at  least  one  side.  Hunters  with 
Special  Unit  IH-A  licenses  may  take 
whitetailed  deer  of  any  age  or  sex  or  miile 
deer  with  forked  antlers  on  at  least  one 
side.  The  provisions  of  this  special  regu¬ 
lation  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally,  which  are  set  forth  in  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  Part 


32,  and  are  effective  through  November 
16,  1969. 

John  M.  Dahl, 

■Refuge  Manager,  Upper  Souris 
National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Foxholm,  N.  Dak. 

September  15, 1969. 

[PJl.  Doc.  69-11313;  FUed,  Sept.  33,  1969; 
8:45  am.] 
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Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  1075  1 

[Docket  No.  AO-248-A11 1 

MILK  IN  BLACK  HILLS,  S.  DAK., 
MARKETING  AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 
Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 
and  to  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  s^.) . 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CPR  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  on 
June  17, 1969,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof 
issued  on  May  29, 1969  (34  F.R.  8972) . 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
tJiereof,  the  Deputy  Administrator,  Reg¬ 
ulatory  Programs  on  August  26,  1969 
(34  P.R.  13873:  F.R.  Doc.  69-10359)  filed 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  his  recommended  deci¬ 
sion  containing  notice  of  the  opportunity 
to  file  written  exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  reoMnmended  decisions  (34  F.R. 
13873;  F.R.  Doc.  69-10359)  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein; 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Class  I  price. 

2.  Class  n  price. 

3.  Butterfat  differentials. 

4.  Base-excess  plan. 

5.  Pool  plant  standards. 

6.  Miscellaneous  changes. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof : 

1.  Class  I  price.  The  level  of  the  Class 
I  milk  price  should  be  reduced  40  cents 
per  hundredweight  by  lowering  the  Class 
I  differential  to  $1.95  ($1.75  plus  an  addi¬ 
tional  20  cents)  over  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month.  The  order 
now  provides  a  Class  I  differential  of 
$2.35  ($2.15  plus  an  additional  20  cents) 
over  the  basic  formula  for  the  preceding 
month. 

The  change  was  proposed  by  the  co¬ 
operative  supplying  milk  to  the  market, 
and  it  was  supported  by  a  proprietary 
handler  distributing  fluid  milk  products 
in  the  marketing  area.  There  was  no  op¬ 
position  to  the  proposal. 

Proponent’s  chief  testimony  concern¬ 
ing  the  proposal  was  that  (1)  the  market 


is  less  isolated  from  competition  than  in 
1954  when  the  order  was  established,  and 
(2)  the  present  Class  I  price  is  not  prc^- 
erly  aligned  with  the  Class  I  prices  pro¬ 
vided  in  adjacent  Federal  order  markets. 

The  Black  Hills  area  is  now  compara¬ 
tively  less  isolated  from  milk  supplies  in 
other  aresis  than  was  the  case  in  1954 
when  the  order  was  established.  Im¬ 
proved  sanitary  standards  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  handling  of  milk  have  in¬ 
creased  the  shelf  life  of  fresh  fluid  milk 
products,  thereby  permitting  them  to  be 
moved  greater  distances  than  previously. 
Larger  and  improved  refrigeration  trucks 
have  facilitated  the  movement  of  in¬ 
creasing  quantities  of  milk  between  mar¬ 
kets.  Roads  have  been  greatly  improved, 
and  the  Interstate  highway  system  has 
been  about  completed  from  Sioux  Falls 
in  the  extreme  eastern  part  of  South 
Dakota  to  Rapid  City  in  the  extreme 
western  part  of  the  State. 

The  Black  Hills  market  has  moved 
from  being  a  deficit  market  at  its  incep¬ 
tion  15  years  ago  to  one  of  substantial 
surplus,  which  has  no  foreseeable  outlet 
in  fluid  form.  In  1968,  the  Class  I  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  the  market  dropped  to  42  percent 
from  54  percent  in  1967.  In  November 
1968,  only  32  percent  of  producer  milk 
was  used  in  Class  I  compared  with  59 
percent  in  November  1967.  In  April  1969, 
only  31  percent  of  producer  receipts  was 
used  in  Class  I  compared  with  47  percent 
in  April  1968. 

There  were  two  principal  factors  con¬ 
tributing  to  this  decline.  First,  a  proprie¬ 
tary  pool  handler  closed  his  bottling 
plant  in  Rapid  City  in  August  1968.  Since 
then,  the  handler  has  been  supplying 
fluid  milk  outlets  in  the  market  from  his 
plant  at  Moorhead,  Minn.,  which  is  reg¬ 
ulated  imder  the  Minnesota-North 
Dakota  order.  Secondly,  a  handler  reg¬ 
ulated  \mder  the  Nebraska-Western 
Iowa  order  has  begun  the  distribution  of 
fluid  milk  products  in  the  Black  Hills 
marketing  area.  His  business  has  been 
gaining  and  locally  produced  milk  is 
being  displaced. 

The  substantial  reduction  in  Class  I 
utilization  for  the  market  has  resulted, 
at  least  in  part,  because  the  Class  I  price 
level  has  not  remained  appropriately 
aligned  with  competing  Federal  order 
markets. 

The  difference  between  the  Class  I 
price  for  the  Minnesota-North  Dakota 
order  and  that  for  the  Black  Hills  order 
for  May  1969  was  $1.29  per  himdred- 
weight.  The  indicated  cost  to  the 
Minnesota-North  Dakota  handler  in 
moving  bulk  milk  about  550  miles  from 
his  Moorhead,  Minn.,  plant  to  the  Black 
Hills  area  raTnges  between  66  cents  and 
82  cents  per  hundredweight.  Packaged 
fluid  milk  products  would  cost  somewhat 
more.  This  leaves  the  Moorhead  handler 
with  a  price  advantage  of  47  cents  to  63 
cents  per  himdredweight  on  his  disposi¬ 


tion  of  fluid  milk  products  in  competition 
with  Black  Hills  handlers. 

A  similar  comparison  shows  that  the 
Nebraska-Western  Iowa  handler  can 
move  milk  about  400  miles  from  Norfolk 
Nebr.,  to  Rapid  City,  S.  Dak.,  at  a  cost  of 
about  60  cents  per  hundredweight.  The 
difference  in  Class  I  prices  between  the 
two  markets  was  75  cents  per  hundred¬ 
weight  for  May  1969. 

Although  no  milk  is  presently  moving 
to  the  Black  Hills  area  from  the  Eastern 
South  Dakota  market,  the  May  1969 
Class  I  milk  price  was  85  cents  per 
hundredweight  less  in  that  market  than 
under  the  Black  Hills  order.  The  distance 
between  Rapid  CJity  and  Sioux  Palls, 
S.  Dak.,  is  about  366  miles,  and  fluid 
milk  products  could  move  from  Sioux 
Falls  to  Rapid  City  at  a  price  advantage 
of  about  30  cents  per  hundredweight  to 
a  handler  located  at  Sioux  Falls. 

The  local  cooperative  sells  milk  to  a 
handler  regulated  by  the  Eastern  Colo¬ 
rado  order  which  is  pooled  \mder  that 
order.  The  handler,  in  turn,  supplies  milk 
and  other  dairy  products  to  its  stores 
throughout  the  Black  Hills  area. 

The  Class  I  price  of  the  Eastern 
Colorado  order  for  May  1969  was  $6.53. 
This  was  16  cents  per  hundredweight  less 
than  the  Black  Hills  Class  I  price.  The 
indicated  cost  of  moving  milk  between 
Rapid  City  and  Denver  was  about  70 
cents  per  hundredweight.  The  price 
change  proposed  herein  would  bring  the 
Class  I  price  level  somewhat  below  the 
price  effective  under  the  Eastern  Colo¬ 
rado  order. 

The  Black  Hills  marketing  area  has  a 
special  competitive  vulnerability  in  the 
presence  of  the  Ellsworth  Air  Force  Base 
in  the  marketing  area.  A  Black  Hills 
handler  presently  serves  this  substantial 
outlet  for  fluid  milk.  The  loss  of  this 
business  through  Class  I  prices  that  are 
not  appropriately  aligned  with  compet¬ 
ing  Federal  order  markets  could  only 
lead  to  further  deterioration  in  Class  I 
sales,  and  necessitate  the  movement  of 
an  alternative  supply  from  longer 
distances. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  lower  Class  I 
price  level  proposed  herein  will  tend  to 
remove  the  Class  I  price  disparity  that 
prevails  between  the  Black  Hills  market 
and  competitive  markets.  The  change 
will  provide  •  better  price  alignment 
amoiig  these  orders,  taking  into  account 
the  cost  of  moving  milk  between  them. 

2.  Class  II  price.  The  Class  II  price 
should  be  the  basic  formula  price  tor 
the  month,  but  not  to  exceed  a  butter- 
nonfat  dry  milk  formula  price  proposed 
herein. 

The  Class  n  price  is  now  based  solely 
on  a  butter-nonfat  dry  milk  formula. 
The  cooperative  proposed  that  the  C!lass 
II  price  be  the  basic  formula  price  for  the 
month  (computed  from  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  manufacturing  milk  price 
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leries)  less  13  cents  for  each  month  of 

**^^wnent’s  chief  reasons  for  the  pro- 
were  that  (1)  the  present  order 
n  price  is  unreasonably  low  com- 
o-red  with  prices  being  paid  for  manu- 
^turlng  grade  milk  in  the  Black  Hills 
^  and  (2)  a  Class  n  price  based  on 
the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  manufactur- 
w  milk  price  series  will  accurately  re- 
^  the  value  of  manufacturing  grade 
milk.  There  was  no  opposition  to  the 

’^’^ft^the  inception  of  the  order,  the 
cooperative  has  assumed  the  chief  re- 
gponsibiiity  for  handling  reserve  milk  not 
^epted  by  pool  plants.  When  the  order 
was  established  there  were  no  manufac¬ 
turing  outlets  in  the  Black  Hills  area 
for  seasonal  Grade  A  surplus.  The  co¬ 
operative  handled  the  occasional  surplus 
totoe  market  at  that  time  by  separating 
and  seTiing  the  cream  and  by  disposing 
(rf  the  skim  milk  with  no  financial  return 
to  the  association. 

Since  then,  marketing  conditions  for 
reaerve  milk  have  changed.  The  coopera¬ 
tive  regularly  disposes  of  a  large  volume 
of  surplus  Grade  A  milk  for  manufactur¬ 
ing  to  cheese  plants  and  butter-nonfat 
dry  milk  plants.  Also,  a  cheese  plant  at 
Sturgis,  S.  Dak.  (about  30  miles  north¬ 
west  of  Rapid  City)  has  been  developing 
a  supply  of  manufacturing  grade  milk  in 
the  same  area  from  which  the  coopera¬ 
tive  obtains  its  supply. 

The  plant  at  Sturgis  currently  is  pay¬ 
ing  $4.20  per  hundredweight  for  such 
milk.  The  order  Class  n  price  ranged 
between  $3.65  and  $4.03  per  hundred¬ 
weight  in  1968.  The  average  Class  n 
price  for  1968  was  $3.88,  and  since  Janu¬ 
ary  1969  it  has  ranged  between  $3.93  and 
$3.99. 

The  wide  difference  between  the  manu¬ 
facturing  milk  price  and  the  Class  n 
price  for  the  market  is  inappropriate 
under  present  marketing  conditions.  The 
price  now  paid  by  regulated  plants  for 
Gass  n  milk  does  not  reflect  the  full 
value  of  such  milk  if  delivered  to  the 
nearby  manufacturing  outlet.  The  price 
for  manufacturing  milk  should  be  at  a 
level  which  will  provide  the  highest  pos¬ 
sible  returns  to  producers  in  the  market, 
while  at  the  same  time  it  encourages  the 
orderly  marketing  of  reserve  milk.  A 
price  formula  using  the  basic  formula 
price,  but  not  to  exceed  a  representative 
butter-nonfat  dry  milk  formula  price, 
would  provide  a  price  level  more  closely 
representing  the  full  value  of  manufac¬ 
turing  milk  than  does  the  present  for¬ 
mula.  The  basic  formula  price  now  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  order  is  computed  as  the 
average  Minnesota-Wisconsin  manufac¬ 
turing  milk  price,  which  is  used  in  many 
Federal  order  markets  as  both  a  basic 
formula  price  and  the  surplus  class  price. 

The  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price  series 
is  representative  of  prices  paid  to  farmers 
for  about  one-half  the  manufacturing 
grade  milk  sold  in  the  United  States.  In 
Minnesota  about  84  percent  of  the  milk 
sold  off  farms  is  of  manufacturing  grade 
Md  in  Wisconsin  about  58  percent. 
There  are  many  plants  in  these  States 
which  compete  for  such  miiic  sui^lies. 
This  price  series  refiects  a  price  level  de- 
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termined  by  competitive  conditions 
which  are  affected  by  demand  in  all  of 
the  major  uses  of  manufactured  dairy 
products. 

In  the  Black  Hills  area,  ^e  coopera¬ 
tive  handles  the  surplus  for  the  market. 
As  indicated  previously,  part  of  the  sur¬ 
plus  disposition  is  made  to  local  cheese 
plants.  The  cooperative  also  operates  a 
nonfat  dry  milk  processing  faciiity  and 
disposes  of  substantial  quantities  of  sur¬ 
plus  to  local  butter  plants  and  to  butter- 
nonfat  dry  milk  plants  in  other  parts  of 
South  Dakota. 

A  particular  segment  of  the  manufac¬ 
tured  milk  industry  may  be  temporarily 
influenced  by  marketing  conditions 
which  do  not  affect  the  remainder  of 
the  industry  to  the  same  degree.  Such 
conditions  may  not  be  fully  refiected 
in  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price  series. 
Because  of  the  importance  of  butter  and 
nonfat  dry  milk  as  an  outlet  in  this  mar¬ 
ket,  it  is  desirable  that  the  Class  II  price 
not  exceed  a  price  level  based  on  a  but¬ 
ter-nonfat  dry  milk  formula. 

Use  of  this  formula  as  a  “ceiling”  will 
insure  that  the  Class  H  prices  will  con¬ 
tinue  to  reflect  the  values  of  butter  and 
nonfat  dry  milk  in  the  event  of  a  tem¬ 
porary  divergence  in  the  relationship 
between  such  values  and  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  price,  which  also  refiects  the 
values  of  other  manufactured  dairy  prod¬ 
ucts  such  as  cheese  and  evaporated  milk. 

A  similar  alternate  formula  based  on 
butter  and  nonfat  dry  milk  values  is  used 
in  a  number  of  Federal  order  markets, 
particularly  where  the  primary  facili¬ 
ties  for  handling  the  reserve  milk  are 
butter-nonfat  dry  milk  plants  as  in  the 
Black  Hills  market. 

The  Class  II  price  proposed  herein  is 
computed  by  u^g  product  yields  and 
market  prices  for  butter  and  nonfat  dry 
milk  and  a  “make  allowance”  of  48  cents. 
This  formula  will  provide  an  upper  limit 
on  the  minimum  Class  n  price  as  is  ap¬ 
propriate  in  a  market,  such  as  Black  Hills, 
where  processing  facilities  for  surplus 
milk  are  few  and  where  there  is  a  rela¬ 
tively  small  total  quantity  of  milk  avail¬ 
able  for  manufacturing.  In  such  in¬ 
stances,  siui)lus  milk  cannot  be  handled 
as  efficiently  as  might  be  the  case  in  an 
area  of  heavier  surplus  production. 

The  formula  proposed  by  the  coopera¬ 
tive  would  have  produced  prices  of  $4.11 
for  1968  and  $4.21  for  the  first  5 
months  of  1969.  The  basic  formula  price, 
limited  by  the  butter-nonfat  dry  milk 
price,  would  have  produced  prices  of 
$4.12  for  1968  and  $4.22  for  the  first  5 
months  of  1969,  and  would  have  been 
higher  than  the  order  Class  II  prices  by 
24  cents  and  27  cents,  respectively. 

It  is  concluded  that  the  Class  II  for¬ 
mula  provided  herein  will  provide  Class 
^  n  prices  that  are  representative  of  the 
'  value  for  manufacturing  milk  in  the 
area. 

3.  Butterfat  differentials.  The  order 
should  be  amended  to  change  the  method 
of  computing  the  handler  (Class  I  and 
Class  ID  and  producer  butterfat 
differentials. 

The  Class  I  butterfat  differential  is 
now  computed  by  adding  4.3  cents  to  the 
Class  n  butterfat  differential  for  the 
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preceding  month.  The  Class  n  butterfat 
differential  is  computed  by  subtracting 
cents  from  the  Chicago  butter  price 
for  the  month,  and  multiplying  the 
remainder  by  0.12.  The  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferential  to  producers  is  computed  by 
multiplying  the  Chicago  butter  price  for 
the  month  b'y  0.12. 

(a)  Handler  butterfat  differentials. 
The  handler  butterfat  differential  ad¬ 
justment  for  each  variation  of  one-tenth 
percent  of  butterfat  content  of  milk  from 
the  basic  3.5  percent  should  be  the 
amount  computed  as  follows:  Class  I, 
multiply  the  Chicago  butter  price  for  the 
preceding  month  by  0.12;  Class  H,  mul¬ 
tiply  the  Chicago  butter  price  for  the 
month  by  0.11. 

The  Chicago  butter  price  is  now  de¬ 
fined  in  the  order  as  the  simple  average 
of  the  daily  wholesale  selling  prices 
(using  the  midpoint  of  any  range  as  one 
price)  per  pound  of  Grade  A  (92-score) 
bulk  creamery  butter  at  Chicago,  as  re¬ 
ported  during  the  month  by  the 
Department. 

The  cooperative  proposed  the  changes 
provided  herein,  and  the  proposal  was 
supported  by  a  proprietary  handler.  Pro¬ 
ponent  cooperative  wants  to  make  the 
value  of  butterfat  in  Class  I  products 
COTipetitive  vrtth  the  open  market  value 
of  butterfat. 

Using  the  ftroposed  faetdr  of  0.12  in 
computing  the  Class  I  butterfat  differen¬ 
tial  will  result  in  a  substantial  reduction 
from  the  butterfat  differential  now  pro¬ 
vided  in  the  order.  The  values  assigned  to 
butterfat  and  skim  milk  when  the  order 
was  established  15  years  ago  apprt^Jri- 
ately  refiected  the  values  of  those  com¬ 
ponents  in  milk.  Since  then  there  has 
been  a  drastic  decline  in  the  use  of  cream 
and  cream  products,  and  vegetable  fats 
have  been  substituted  in  many  of  the 
former  uses  of  butterfat.  This  hM  re¬ 
sulted  in  a  lower  value  for  butterfat. 

In  April  1969,  the  Class  I  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferential  in  the  Black  Hills  market  was 
11.5  cents.  In  markets  relatively  near  the 
Black  Hills  butterfat  differentials  ranged 
from  8  cents  to  8.6  cents.  In  the  Eastern 
South  Dakota  and  the  Minnesota-North 
Dakota  markets  the  differential  was  8 
cents:  in  the  Nebraska- Western  Iowa 
market  it  was  8.3  cents;  in  the  Minne- 
apolis-St.  Paul  market  it  was  8.1  cents; 
and  in  the  Eastern  Colorado  market  it 
was  8.6  cents  per  point  of  butterfat.  Mul¬ 
tiplying  the  Chicago  butter  price  by  0.12 
will  result  in  a  value  of  the  fat  that  is 
more  appropriately  in  line  with  the  val¬ 
ues  assi^ed  in  these  orders  than  is  now 
the  case. 

The  cooperative  also  proposed  the  Class 
n  butterfat  differential  provided  herein. 
It  will  continue  to  yield  substantially  the 
same  butterfat  differential  as  is  presently 
provided.  The  change  provided  herein 
only  makes  the  method  of  computation 
more  uniform  with  similar  provisions  in 
other  Federal  orders. 

(b)  Producer  butterfat  differential. 
The  butterfat  differential  used  in  making 
payments  to  producers  should  be  com¬ 
puted  at  the  weighted  average  of  the  re¬ 
turn  actually  received  from  the  sale  of 
butterfat  in  producer  milk.  The  rate  to  be 
used  for  this  purpose  would  be  the  Class 
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I  and  Class  IE  butterfat  difCerentials 
weighted  by  the  proportions  of  butterfat 
in  producer  milk  in  each  class.  Producer 
retioms  for  butterfat  then  will  reflect  the 
average  value  of  the  butterfat  as  actually 
used.  At  the  present  time,  the  per  p>oint 
adjustment  for  butterfat  made  in  the 
producer  price  is  determined  by  multiply¬ 
ing  the  Chicago  butter  price  by  0.12. 

The  cooperative  proposed  the  compu¬ 
tation  provided  herein  as  an  appropriate 
means  of  adjusting  uniform  prices  to 
producers.  It  will  not  affect  the  prices 
paid  by  a  handler,  but  will  merely  pro¬ 
rate  the  returns  from  the  sale  of  Class  I 
and  Class  n  milk  by  handlers  equitably 
among  producers  for  milk  that  differs 
from  the  basic  3.5  butterfat  test. 

4.  Base-excess  plan.  The  “bsise-excess” 
plan  for  distributing  returns  from  the 
sale  of  milk  among  producers  no  longer 
tends  to  effectuate  the  purposes  of  the 
Act  and  should  be  discontinued. 

The  base-excess  plan  was  provided  in 
the  order  to  reduce  fluctuations  in  the 
amoimt  of  milk  supplied  to  the  market 
throughout  the  year.  The  plan  permits 
each  producer  to  establish  a  base  ac¬ 
cording  to  his  deliveries  to  pool  plants 
during  the  months  of  July  through  De¬ 
cember  of  each  year.  In  each  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  months  of  January  through  June, 
separate  uniform  piices  are  computed 
for  “base”  milk  and  “excess”  milk  under 
provisions  that  allot  Class  I  uses  first 
to  base  milk. 

The  cooperative  proposed  that  the 
base-excess  plan  be  discontinued  because 
the  supply  of  milk  is  expected  to  be  ade¬ 
quate  for  Class  I  sales  in  all  months  of 
the  year. 

The  Black  Hills  is  a  popular  tourist 
and  vacation  area.  The  influx  of  tourists 
usually  begins  in  June  after  the  spring 
flush  and  continues  into  September  when 
the  market  previously  was  short  of  milk. 
The  base-excess  plan  encouraged  dairy 
farmers  to  produce  adequate  supplies 
more  evenly  throughout  the  year  to  sup¬ 
ply  these  additional  sales.  In  recent  years, 
the  supply  of  producer  milk  has  been 
adequate  in  every  month  of  the  year. 
The  cooperative  anticipates  an  ample 
supply  of  producer  milk  In  the  foresee¬ 
able  future. 

It  is  concluded  that  there  is  no  need 
to  continue  the  distribution  of  receipts 
from  the  sale  of  Grade  A  milk  on  the 
basis  of  base  and  excess  prices. 

5.  Pool  plant  qualifications.  The  order 
should  be  changed  to  provide  an  addi¬ 
tional  qualification  for  pooling  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant.  In  order  to  qualify  as  a 
pool  plant,  a  distributing  plant  should 
dispose  of  at  least  35  percent  of  its  Grade 
A  receipts  in  the  form  of  fluid  milk  prod¬ 
ucts  on  routes  (both  inside  and  outside 
the  marketing  area) . 

The  order  now  provides  that  a  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  may  be  pooled  in  any 
month  that  a  volume  of  Clswis  I  milk  not 
less  than  20  percent  of  the  Grade  A  milk 
received  at  such  plant  from  producers 
is  disposed  of  during  the  month  on  routes 
in  the  marketing  area. 

The  cooperative  proposed  a  factor  of 
50  percent  to  insure  against  plants  that 
are  predominately  manufacturing  plants 


from  drawing  out  of  the  pool  and  de¬ 
creasing  the  blend  price  to  producers. 
Adoption  of  the  change  provided  herein, 
would  not  affect  the  regulatory  status 
of  any  handler  now  serving  the  market. 
There  was  no  opposition  to  the  proposal. 

The  principal  purpose  of  the  distribut¬ 
ing  plant  qualification  for  pooling  is  to 
assure  that  a  plant  and  its  milk  supply 
are  associated  with  the  market  in  a  sig¬ 
nificant  way  and  in  a  regular  manner. 
Otherwise,  dairy  farmers  who  have  no 
regular  affiliation  could  casually  or  in¬ 
cidentally  associate  themselves  with  the 
market  when  it  Is  to  their  advantage  to 
do  so,  but  without  any  means  of  provid¬ 
ing  it  with  a  dependable  supply. 

At  the  time  the  order  was  established, 
the  disposition  of  Grade  A  milk  produced 
in  the  Black  Hills  area  was  confined  to 
locally  based  distributors.  The  territory 
supplying  the  Black  Hills  area  was  rela¬ 
tively  remote  and  milk  did  not  move  as 
readily  between  markets  as  it  does  now. 
Because  of  improved  sanitary  conditions, 
better  packaging  and  modern  highways, 
milk  can  be  transported  economically 
over  long  distances.  As  previously  indi¬ 
cated,  the  market  is  more  vulnerable 
to  milk  that  may  be  moved  into  the 
market  from  a  considerable  distance, 
but  nevertheless  is  only  casually  asso¬ 
ciated  with  it.  Fluid  milk  products  are 
disposed  of  in  the  Black  Hills  now  by 
three  handlers  regulated  in  relatively 
distant  markets. 

Over  the  years,  the  Black  Hills  area 
has  become  one  in  which  milk  produc¬ 
tion  is  very  heavy  in  relation  to  popula¬ 
tion  and  to  Class  I  sales.  The  qualifying 
standards  should  be  fixed  at  levels  which 
will  insure  pool  plant  status  to  those 
plants  which  are  the  main  and  regular 
sources  of  Class  I  milk  for  the  marketing 
area. 

The  marketwide  Class  I  utilization  is 
now  about  40  percent  of  producer  re¬ 
ceipts  annually,  and  in  some  months  it 
drops  below  that  figure.  It  is  likely  that 
while  one  proprietary  plant  may  have  a 
Class  I  utilization  in  excess  of  the  market 
average,  others  which  may  also  serve 
as  sources  of  milk  for  the  market  may 
have  a  Class  I  utilization  that  is  sub¬ 
stantially  below  the  market  average. 

For  this  reason,  the  additional  factor 
for  pooling  distributing  plants  should 
not  be  50  percent  of  Grade  A  receipts  at 
the  plant.  A  factor  of  35  percent  wrould 
be  more  appropriate  under  present  mar¬ 
keting  conditions  for  the  Black  Hills 
area.  Also,  the  percentage  proposed  here¬ 
in  will  be  similar  to  that  now  provided  in 
markets  relatively  close  to  the  Black 
Hills  area. 

6.  Miscellaneous  changes.  The  order 
does  not  not  now  contain  a  definition  of 
route  disposition  although  reference  is 
made  to  routes  in  the  distributing  plant 
definition  and  in  the  pool  plant  provi¬ 
sion.  An  appropriate  definition  of  route 
disposition  is  provided  herein  to  clarify 
references  to  it  in  those  provisions  cited. 
Since  the  route  disposition  definition  will 
define  what  such  disposition  is,  the  dis¬ 
tributing  plant  definition  can  be  ^ort- 
ened  by  referring  to  route  disposition 
and  by  deleting  language  which  would 


be  provided  in  the  definition  of  rout* 
disposition. 

Rulings  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
interested  parties.  These  briefs,  pro- 
posec*  findings  and  conclusions  and  the 
evidence  in  the  record  were  considered 
in  making  the  findings  and  conclusions 
set  forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the 
suggested  findings  and  conclusions  filed 
by  interested  parties  are  inconsistent 
with  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  herein,  the  requests  to  make  such 
findings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are 
denied  for  the  reasons  previously  stated 
in  this  decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here-  . 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determinations 
set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 
in  the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will 
be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  market¬ 
ing  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions.  No  exceptions 
were  filed. 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part 
hereof  are  two  documents  entitled  re¬ 
spectively,  “Marketing  Agreement  Regu¬ 
lating  the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Black 
Hills,  S.  Dak.,  Marketing  Area”,  and 
“Order  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Black  Hills. 
S.  Dak.,  Marketing  Area”,  which  have 
been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed  and 
appr<H>riate  means  of  effectuating  the 
foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
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Register  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
said  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
(rtth  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  will  be  published 
^th  this  decision. 

Determination  of  Representative 
Period 

The  month  of  July  1969  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  to  be  the  representative  period 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  issuance  of  the  attached  order,  as 
amended  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Black  Hills,  S.  Dak.,  market¬ 
ing  area,  is  approved  or  favored  by  pro¬ 
ducers,  as  defined  under  the  terms  of  the 
order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  amended,  and  who,  during 
such  representative  period,  were  engaged 
in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale  within 
the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1969. 

Richard  E.  Lyng, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Order  ^  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Black 
Hills,  S.  Dak.,  Marketing  Area 

Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto:  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon  cer¬ 
tain  proposed  amendments  to  the  tenta¬ 
tive  marketing  agreement  and  to  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Black  Hills,  S.  Dak.,  marketing 
area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  foimd  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions  there¬ 
of,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  Act; 

•  *  •  *  • 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which  af¬ 
fect  market  supply  and  demand  for  milk 


‘  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 


in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  min¬ 
imum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a  suf¬ 
ficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

Order  Relative  To  Handling 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  on  and 
after  the  effective  date  hereof,  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  Black  Hills,  S.  Dak., 
marketing  area  shall  be  in  conformity  to 
and  in  compliance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as 
amended  and  as  hereby  amended,  as 
follows: 

1.  Section  1075.9  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1075.9  Distributing  plant. 

“Distributing  plant”  means  a  plant  in 
which  milk  approved  by  a  duly  consti¬ 
tuted  health  authority  for  fluid  con¬ 
sumption  is  processed  or  packaged  and. 
which  has  route  disposition  in  the  mar¬ 
keting  area  during  the  month. 

2.  In  §  1075.12,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.12  Pool  plant. 

♦  *  *  »  ♦ 

(a)  A  distributing  plant  that  has  route 
disposition  during  the  month  of  not  less 
than  35  percent  of  the  Grade  A  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  such  plant  from  dairy  farmers 
and  from  other  plants,  and  that  has  route 
disposition  in  the  marketing  area  during 
the  month  of  not  less  than  20  percent  of 
such  receipts. 

«  «  4>  *  • 

3.  Section  1075.20  is  revoked  and  a  new 
section  is  provided  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.20  Route  disposition. 

“Route  disposition”  means  a  delivery 
to  a  retail  or  wholesale  outlet  (except 
to  a  plant)  either  direct  or  through  any 
distribution  facility  (including  disposi¬ 
tion  from  a  plant  store,  vendor  or  vend¬ 
ing  machine)  of  a  fluid  milk  product 
classified  as  Class  I  pursuant  to  §  1075.4f 
(a) . 

§  1075.21  [Revoked] 

4.  Section  1075.21  is  revoked  and  re¬ 
served  for  future  assignment. 

5.  In  §  1075.27,  paragraph  (j)  (2)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.27  Duties. 

«  •  *  *  * 

(j)  •  *  * 

(2)  The  10th  day  after  the  end  of  the 
month,  the  imiform  price  pursuant  to 
§  1075.72  and  the  producer  butterfat  dif¬ 
ferential  pursuant  to  §  1075.81. 

•  *  •  *  * 

§  1075.27  [Amended] 

6.  Section  1075.27 (j)  (3)  is  revoked. 

7.  In  §  1075.30,  paragraph  (a)  Is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 


§  1075.30  Reports  of  receipts  and  utili¬ 
zation. 

***** 

(a)  The  quantities  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  contained  in  or  represented  by 
receipts  pf  milk  from  approved  dairy 
farmers; 

***** 

8.  In  §  1075.31(b),  subparagraph  (2) 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.31  Other  reports. 

***** 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  The  total  poimds  of  milk  received 
from  such  producer, 

*  *  *  *  * 

9.  In  §  1075.51,  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.51  Class  prices. 

***** 

(a)  Class  I  milk  price.  The  Class  I 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $1.75, 
and  plus  20  cents. 

(b)  Class  II  milk  price.  The  Class  II 
milk  price  shall  be  the  basic  formula 
price  for  the  month,  but  in  no  event  shall 

'the  Class  II  price  exceed  an  amount 
computed  as  follows: 

(1)  Multiply  by  4.2  tire  Chicago  but¬ 
ter  price; 

(2)  Multiply  by  8.2  the  weighted 
average  of  carlot  prices  per  pound  of 
spray  process  nonfat  dry  milk  for 
human  consumption,  f.o.b.  manufactur¬ 
ing  plants  in  the  Chicago  area,  as  pub¬ 
lished  for  the  period  from  the  26th  day 
of  the  immediately  preceding  month 
through  the  25th  day  of  the  current 
month  by  the  Department:  and 

(3)  From  the  sum  of  the  results  ar¬ 
rived  at  under  subparagraphs  (1)  and 
(2)  of  this  paragraph  subtract  48  cents, 
and  round  to  the  nearest  cent. 

10.  In  S  1075.52,  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.52  Butterfat  difTerentials  to  lian- 
dlers. 

***** 

(a)  Class  I  price.  Multiply  the  Chi¬ 
cago  butter  price  for  the  preceding 
month  by  0.12. 

(b)  Class  II  price.  Multiply  the  Chi¬ 
cago  butter  price  for  the  month  by  0.11. 

***** 

11.  Section  1075.60  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1075.60  Producer-handler. 

Sections  1075.40  through  1075.46, 
1075.50  through  1075.53,  1075.70  through 
1075.74,  and  1075.80  through  1075.83 
shall  not  apply  to  a  producer-handler. 
§  1075.71  [Amended] 

12.  In  the  introductory  text  of 
§  1075.71,  change  the  word  “prices”  to 
“price”. 

13.  Section  1075.72(b)  is  revised  to 
read  as  follows; 

§  1075.72  Computation  of  the  weighted 
average  price  and  uniform  price. 
***** 

(b)  Subtract  not  less  than  4  cents  nor 
more  than  5  cents  from  the  price  com- 
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puted  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section.  The  result  shall  be  the  “w^hted 
average  price”  or  the  “uniform  price" 
for  producer  milk. 

§  1075.73  [Revf>ked] 

14.  Section  1075.73  is  revoked  and  re¬ 
served  for  future  assignment. 

15.  In  §  1075.74,  paragraph  (b)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.74  Notification  of  handlers. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  The  uniform  price  computed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  1075.72; 

•  •  •  •  • 

§§  1075.75,  1075.76,  1075.77  [Re- 

v<d(ed] 

16.  The  subheading  “Determination  of 

Base"  and  §1  1075.75,  1075.76,  and 

1075.77  are  revoked. 

17.  In  §  1075.80,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 

§  1075.80  Time  and  method  of  payment. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  To  each  producer  for  milk  re¬ 
ceived  from  him  at  a  pool  plant  and  for 
whom  pasmimt  is  not  made  to  a  cooper¬ 
ative  association  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section,  at  not  less  than  the 
uniform  price  computed  pursuant  to 
i  1075.72  subject  to  the  butterfat  differ¬ 
entials  and  location  differentials  pur¬ 
suant  to  §9  1075.81  and  1075.82;  and 
•  •  «  •  « 

18.  Section  1075.81  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1075.81  Butterfat  differentials  to  pro¬ 
ducers. 

The  uniform  price  to  be  paid  to  each 
producer  shall  be  increased  or  decreased 
for  each  one-tenth  of  1  percent  that  the 
butterfat  content  of  his  milk  is  above  or 
below  3.5  percent,  respectively,  at  the 


rate  determined  by  multiplying  tht 
poimds  of  butterfat  in  producer 
allocated  to  each  class  pursuant  to 
9  1075.46  by  the  respective  butterfat  dlf. 
ferential  for  each  class,  dividing  the 
sum  of  such  values  by  the  total  pounds 
of  such  butterfat  and  rounding  the  re- 
sultant  figure  to  the  nearest  one-tenth 
cent. 

19.  In  9  1075.82,  paragraph  (a)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1075.82  Location  differentials  to  pro. 
ducers  and  on  nonpool  milk. 

(a)  The  uniform  price  for  producer 
milk  received  at  a  pool  plant  shall  be  re¬ 
duced  according  to  the  location  of  the 
pool  plant,  at  the  rates  set  forth  in 
9  1075.53;  and 

•  •  •  •  • 

[FA.  Doc.  60-11342;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1989; 

8:48  ajn.] 
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department  of  the  treasury 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

FRANCIS  M.  HOUTS 

Notice  of  Granting  of  Relief 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Francis  M. 
Houts,  Box  102,  Alva,  Okla.  73717,  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  relief  from  disabilities  imposed 
by  Federal  laws  with  respect  to  the  ac¬ 
quisition,  receipt,  transfer,  shipment,  or 
possession  of  firearms  incurred  by  rea¬ 
son  of  his  conviction  on  March  28,  1966, 
by  the  United  States  District  Court  for 
the  Western  District  of  Oklahoma  of  a 
crime  punishable  by  imprisonment  for 
a  term  exceeding  1  year.  Unless  relief  is 
granted,  it  will  be  unlawful  for  Francis 
M.  Houts  because  of  such  conviction,  to 
^p,  transport,  or  receive  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  any  firearm  or  am¬ 
munition,  and  he  would  be  ineligible  for 
a  license  under  chapter  44,  title  18, 
United  States  Code  as  a  firearms  or 
ammunition  importer,  manufacturer, 
dealer  or  collector.  In  addition,  imder 
Title  vn  of  the  Omnibus  Crime  Control 
and  Safe  Streets  Act  of  1968,  as  amended 
(82  Stat.  236;  18  U.S.C.,  app.) ,  because  of 
such  conviction,  it  would  be  unlawful  for 
Mr.  Houts  to  receive,  possess,  or  trans¬ 
port  in  commerce  or  affecting  commerce, 
any  firearm. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  I  have  con¬ 
sidered  Francis  M.  Houts’  application 
and  have  found: 

(1)  The  conviction  was  made  upon  a 
charge  which  did  not  involve  the  use  of 
a  firearm  or  other  weapon  or  a  violation 
of  chapter  44,  title  18,  United  States 
Code,  or  of  the  National  Firearms  Act; 
and 

(2)  It  has  been  established  to  my  satis¬ 
faction  that  the  circumstances  regard¬ 
ing  the  conviction  and  the  applicant’s 
record  and  reputation  are  such  that  the 
applicant  will  not  be  likely  to  act  in  a 
manner  dangerous  to  public  safety,  and 
that  the  granting  of  the  relief  would 
not  be  contrary  to  the  public  interest. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
by  section  925(c),  title  18,  United  States 
Code  and  delegated  to  me  by  26  CFR 
178.144,  it  is  ordered  that  Francis  M. 
Houts  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  granted  relief 
from  any  and  all  disabilities  imposed  by 
Federal  laws  with  respect  to  the  acquisi¬ 
tion,  receipt,  transfer,  shipment,  or  pos¬ 
session  of  firearms  and  incurred  by  rea¬ 
son  of  the  conviction  hereinabove 
described. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  16th 
day  of  September  1969. 

Iseal]  Randolph  W.  Thrower, 
Commissioner  of  Internal  Revenue. 

IPJR.  Doc.  69-11339;  Piled,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

[Docket  No.  A-503] 

RONALD  K.  AND  JANET  SPARKS 
Notice  of  Loan  Application 

September  18,  1969. 
Ronald  K.  Sparks,  Sr.,  and  Janet 
Sparks,  Box  1498,  Sitka,  Alaska  99835, 
have  applied  for  a  loan  from  the  Fish¬ 
eries  Loan  Fund  to  aid  in  financing  the 
purchase  of  a  used  36-foot-length  over¬ 
all  fiber  glass  vessel  to  engage  in  the 
fishery  for  salmon. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  89-85  and  Fish¬ 
eries  Loan  Fund  Procedures  (50  CFR 
p.  250,  as  revised)  that  the  above  en¬ 
titled  application  is  being  considered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries, 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Dei>artment 
of  the  Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240. 
Any  person  desiring  to  submit  evidence 
that  the  contemplated  operation  of  such 
vessel  will  cause  economic  hardship  or 
injury  to  efficient  vessel  operators 
already  operating  in  that  fishery  must 
submit  such  evidence  in  writing  to  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fish¬ 
eries,  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  If  such  evi¬ 
dence  is  received  it  will  be  evaluated 
along  with  such  other  evidence  as  may 
be  available  before  making  a  determina¬ 
tion  that  the  contemplated  operations  of 
the  vessel  will  or  will  not  cause  such  eco¬ 
nomic  hardship  or  injury. 

C.  E.'Peterson, 

Chief. 

Division  of  Financial  Assistance. 
[F.R.  Doc.  69-11322;  FUed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  A-605] 

MALCOLM  J.  MILLER 
Notice  of  Loan  Application 

September  18, 1969. 

Malcolm  J.  Miller,  Post  Office  Box  365, 
Haines,  Alaska  99827,  has  applied  for  a 
loan  from  the  Fisheries  Loan  Fund  to 
aid  in  financing  the  purchase  of  a  used 
36-foot  length  overall  wood  vessel  to  en¬ 
gage  in  the  fishery  for  salmon,  halibut, 
crab,  shrimp,  tuna,  and  bottomfish. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  Public  Law  89-85  and 
Fisheries  Loan  F\md  Procedures  (50  CFR 
pt.  250,  as  revised)  that  the  above- 
entitled  application  is  being  considered  by 
the  Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries,  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service,  Department  of  the 
Interior,  Washington,  D.C.  20240.  Any 
person  desiring  to  submit  evidence  that 
the  contemplated  operation  of  such  ves¬ 
sel  will  cause  economic  hardship  or  in¬ 
jury  to  efficient  vessel  operators  already 


operating,  in  that  fishery  must  submit 
such  evidence  in  writing  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Commercial  Fisheries,  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice.  If  such  evidence  is  received 
it  will  be  evaluated  along  with  such  other 
evidence  as  may  be  available  before  mak¬ 
ing  a  determination  that  the  contem¬ 
plated  operations  of  the  vessel  will  or  will 
not  cause  such  economic  hardship  or 
injury. 

C.  E.  Peterson, 

Chief, 

Division  of  Financial  Assistance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  60-11323;  Filed,  Sept.  22.  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

[Report  28] 

LIST  OF  FOREIGN-FLAG  VESSELS  AR¬ 
RIVING  IN  NORTH  VIETNAM  ON 
OR  AFTER  JANUARY  25, 1966 

Section  1.  The  President  has  approved 
a  policy  of  denying  the  carriage  of  U.S. 
Government-financed  cargoes  shipped 
from  the  United  States  on  foreign-fiag 
vessels  which  called  at  North  Vietnam 
ports  on  or  after  January  25, 1966. 

The  Maritime  Administration  is  mak¬ 
ing  available  to  the  appropriate  U.S. 
Government  departments  the  following 
list  of  such  vessels  which  arrived  in 
North  Vietnam  ports  on  or  after  Janu¬ 
ary  25,  1966,  based  on  information  re¬ 
ceived  throi^h  September  12,  1969.  This 
list  does  not  include  vessels  imder  the 
registration  of  countries,  including  the 
Soviet  Union  and  Communist  China, 
which  normally  do  not  have  vessels  call¬ 
ing  at  UB.  ports. 

Flag  or  Rkoibtrt  and  Name  or  Ship 

Otoss 


Total,  all  flags  (53  ships) _ 

tonnage 

354, 232 

243,  614 

Andrzej  Strug _ ... _ 

6,919 
10.  443 
6,  916 
6,  718 
10,  876 
6,  784 
6,785 
6, 944 
6,914 
8,  766 
6,748 
6. 904 

Djakarta _ _ _ 

Emilia  Plater _ _ _ ..... 

Energetyk _ ........ 

Plorlan  Ceynowa 

Oeneral  Hlicnrskl 

Hanka  Sawlcka 

Hanoi _ 

Jan  Matejko _ _ _ 

Janek  Kraslckl  _ _ _  _ 

Jcmit  Conrad  .  .  . 

8,  730 

Rapltan  Kosko. _  _ 

6, 629 

Kochanowskl 

si  231 

Konopnlcka  _ _ 

Kraszewakl  _ 

o'  600 

10,  363 

Lelewel  _ 

i,  817 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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NOTICES 


Flao  or  Registry  and  Name  or  Ship 

Gross 

tonnage 

Polish — Continued 

LudwUt  Solskl - - - -  6, 904 


(b)  That  no  other  vessels  under  their 
control  will  thenceforth  be  employed  In 
the  North  Vietnam  trade,  excQit  as  pro¬ 
vided  In  paragraph  (c>  and; 

(c)  That  vessels  under  their  control 


. .  which  are  covered  by  contractual  obll- 

. »  a47  gatlons.  Including  charters,  entered  Into 

Norwid _ null _ n _ n  s!  sia  pnor  to  January  25, 1956,  requiring  their 

Nowowi^iski _ nn _  9, 186  employment  In  the  North  Vietnam  trade 


Pswel  Finder _ _ — 4. 911 

Phenlan  _ _ _  6, 923 

PrEjlaKn  Narodow... _ _ _  8, 876 

Stefan  Okrseja _ _ _ _ — . — -  6,620 

Soymanowskl  - - - - -  9, 203 

TrsnqMTtowlec  ... _  10,864 

Wlenlawakl _  9, 190 

WladysUw  BronlewslEt -  6, 919 

British  (14  ships) _  77,041 

Fortune  Glory _  5, 832 

Golden  Ocean _  3,827 


Shall  be  withdrawn  from  such  trade  at 
the  earliest  opportunity  consistent  with 
such  contractual  obligations. 

R.AO  or  Registry  and  Name  or  Ship 

a.  Since  laat'report:  None. 

b.  Previous  reports: 

Number 

Flag  of  registry ;  o/  ships 


8xc.  3.  The  following  number  of  vessels 


oreeniord -  2,964  i^ave  been  removed  from  this  list  since 


Klngford _ ....... _ ... -  2,911  ^ 

* 'Meadow  Court  (trip  to  North  _ 

Vietnam  as  the  Ardrossmore — 

British)  _ _ _  6, 820 

RochfWd _  3,824 

••Rosetta  Maud  (trip  to  North 
Vietnam  as  the  Ardtara — Brit-  O 

ish)  _  6,795  Ii 

Ruthy  Ann _  7,361  b 

••Shun  On  (trip  to  North  Viet¬ 
nam  as  the  PundHa — British) _  7, 296 

Shun  Wah  (jirevlous  trip  to  North 

Vietnam  as  the  Vercharmlan —  p 

British) _ _  7,265 

Shim  Wing _  6, 987 

Tatpleng  (tanker)... _ _ —  8,676 

Tetrarch  (previous  trips  to  North 
Vietnam  as  the  Ardowan — ^Brit¬ 
ish)  . .  7, 300 

•Tong  Hock _  4, 684 

Cypriot  (2  ships) _  7. 308  ^ 

Amflthea _ _  6, 171 

Marlanthl _  2, 137  i 

Somali  (2  ships) _ 13,531 

Happy  Dragon _  4, 634 

Yvonne  (tanker) _  8,907  , 

Greek  (1  ship) _  6,724 

••Leonls  (trip  to  North  Vietnam 
as  the  Shlriey  Christine— Brit¬ 
ish)  . . . .  6, 724 

Panamanian  (1  ship).......... _  1,889 

••Salamanca  (trip  to  North  Viet¬ 
nam  as  the  Milford— British).  1,889 

Singapore  (1  ship) -  4,226 

Lucky  Dragon _  4, 225 

8sc.  2.  In  accordance  with  ap¬ 
proved  procedures,  the  vessels  listed  be¬ 
low  which  called  at  North  Vietnam  on 
or  after  Janiury  25,  1968,  have  re¬ 
acquired  eligibility  to  carry  U.8.  Govern¬ 
ment-financed  cargoes  from  the  United 
8tates  by  virtue  of  the  persons  who  con¬ 
trol  the  vesaele  having  given  satisfactory 
certification  and  assurance: 

(a)  That  such  vessels  will  not,  thmice- 
forth,  be  employed  In  the  North  Vietnam 
trade  so  long  as  it  remains  the  policy  of 
the  UJ3.  Government  to  discourage  such 
UadeaiMl; 


they  have  been  broken  up,  sunk,  or 
wrecked. 

a.  Since  last  report: 

Gross 

tonnage 

Oourt  HarweU  (British) _ 7,133 

Inrcfastuart  (British) _ 7,043 

Isabel  iklca  (British) _ 7,106 

b.  Previous  reports: 

Broken  up, 
aunJi.oT 

Flag  of  registry:  wrecked 

Brtttsh  _  6 

Cypriot  _  7 

Greek  . . 1 

Lebanese _  2 

Maltese _  1 

Polish _  1 

Somali _  1 

•Added  to  Rept.  No.  27.  appearing  In  the 
Pbderai.  Rbgisteb  issue  of  JtUy  81,  1969. 

••Ships  appearing  on  the  Ust  wbldi  have 
made  no  trips  to  North  Vietnam  under  the 
present  registry. 

Dated:  September  16, 1969. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

John  M.  O’Connell, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

|FR.  Doc.  69-11306:  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 
STUDENT  HNANCIAL  AID 

Closing  Dote  for  Receipt  of 
Applications 

Notice  of  eetablishment  of  closing  date 
for  receipt  of  applications  for  Funds  un¬ 
der  the  National  Defense  Student  Loan 
Program,  the  Educational  Opportunity 
Grant  Program  and  the  College  Work- 
Study  Program  for  carrying  out  such 
programs  during  the  fiscal  year  1971. 

Title  IV,  parts  A  and  C  of  the  Higher 
Education  Act  of  1965  (Public  Law  89- 
329  as  amended) ,  and  title  II  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Educatimi  Act  of  1958 


(Public  Law  85-864  as  amended) ,  provide 
for  programs  of  student  financial  aid 
known  respectively  as  the  Educational 
Opportunity  Grants  Program,  the  Col¬ 
lege  Work -Study  Program  and  the  Na¬ 
tional  Defense  Student  Loan  Program 
These  programs  assist  needy  students 
to  pursue  post-secondary  educational 
studies. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  order  to 
be  assured  of  consideration,  applicaticms 
of  institutions  eligible  for  assistance  un¬ 
der  these  programs  for  fimds  for  carry- 
ing  out  such  programs  during  fiscal 
year  1971  must  be  postmarked  no 
than  October  24.  1969,  or  received  in  the 
appropriate  U.S.  Office  cS.  Education  re¬ 
gional  office  by  November  1, 1969. 

The  application  forms  and  Instructtons 
will  be  mailed  between  September  15  and 
October  1,  1969,  to  all  imtitutlons  cur¬ 
rently  participating  In  one  or  more  of 
these  programs,  as  well  as  all  instltutionB 
which  have  Indicated  an  intent  to  api^ 
for  assistance  under  such  programs.  Such 
forms  as  well  as  further  Information  may 
be  obtained  from  the  Office  of  the  IMrec- 
tor,  Division  of  Studmt  Financial  Aid, 
Bureau  of  Higher  Education,  Office  o( 
Education,  Washington,  D.C.  20202. 

Preston  Valien, 
Acting  Associate  Commissioner, 
for  Higher  Education. 

September  17. 1969. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11361;  FUed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:48  ajn.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CHILD  AND  HEALTH  WELFARE 
PROGRAM 

Reorganization 

Under  the  authority  of  section  6  ol 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953  and 
section  2  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3 
of  1966,  and  pursuant  to  the  delegatton 
of  authority  to  me  from  the  Director, 
Office  of  Economic  Opportunity,  to  ad¬ 
minister  Project  Head  Start  approved  by 
the  President  on  June  30,  1969,  and  In 
furtherance  of  the  order  dated  July  7, 
1969,  creating  the  Office  of  Child  Devel¬ 
opment,  34  P.R.  12190,  which  is  herein 
amended,  I  hereby  order  the  reorganiza¬ 
tion  of  certain  child  health  and  welfare 
programs  and  functions  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  as  follows: 

Section  1.  Organization — (a)  Boari 
of  Advisers  on  Child  Development.  There 
is  hereby  established  within  the  Depart¬ 
ment  a  Board  of  Advisers  on  Child  De¬ 
velopment.  The  Board  shall  be  chaired 
by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  shall  include  the  Assistant 
Secretaries  for  Educatlcm,  Health  and 
Scientific  Affairs,  and  Planning  and 
Evaluation;  the  Administrator,  Social 
and  Rehabilitation  Service;  and  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Child  Development 
Program  Devel(H>ment  Panels  may  be 
appointed  from  time  to  time.  The  chair¬ 
men  of  such  Panels  shall  also  participate 
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the  deliberatiwvs  of  the  Board.  The  Amendments  of  1967,  Public  Law  90-248  (10)  Preparation  and  defense  of  con- 

shall  advise  the  Secretary  on  (1)  with  respect  to  such  title  V.  s<^dated  l<mg  range  and  annual  pro- 

XSScv  and  organizational  matters  re-  (c)  Social  and  Rehamitation  Service,  gram  budgets  for  child  development, 
hited  to  development  which  affect  The  Social  and  Rrfiabllitation  Service  (*»>  With  Respect  to  Specific  Pro- 
cAveral  organizations  within  the  Depart-  shall  continue  to  perform  the  functions  prams.  (1)  Administration  of  Head  Start 
menf  (2)  strategies  for  research,  train-  delegated  to  it  by  the  Secretary  as  set  and  Parent  and  Child  Center  programs. 
ijj«  demonstration  and  program  coordi-  forth  in  section  7-D,  34  P.R.  1286-1288  (2)  Development  of  standards  and  par- 

nSion;  and  (3)  funding  priorities.  The  (Jan.  25,  1969),  including  the  adminis-  ticipatlon  in  the  development  of  policies 
Director,  Ofllce  of  Child  Development,  tration  of  title  IV,  Parts  A  and  B  of  the  for  day  care  and  preschool  programs  par- 
shall  provide  secretariat  services  (per-  Social  Security  Act,  except  for  the  func-  ticularly  for  programs  imder  Parts  A 
sonnel,  facilities,  and  services)  to  the  tions  transferred  to  the  Office  of  Child  and  B  of  title  IV  of  the  Social  Security 
Board.  Staff  of  the  participating  organi-  Development  under  paragraph  (a)  of  Act,  concurring  in  State  plan  provisions 
zations  may  be  detailed  to  assist  in  pro-  this  section  and  to  the  Health  Services  for  such  programs,  and  working  with 
viding  such  services.  and  Mental  Health  Administration  under  States  and  communities  to  develop  such 

(b)  Office  of  Child  Development.  There  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section.  day  care, 

is  hereby  established  In  the  Office  of  the  sec.  3.  Functions  and  Responsibili-  (3)  Administration  of  the  4-C  (Corn- 
Secretary  the  Office  of  Child  Develop-  ties  of  the  Office  of  Child  Development —  mimity  Coordinated  CThild  Care)  pro- 
ment  which  shall  consist  of  the  follow-  The  Office  of  Child  Development  shall  gram. 

ing:  have  the  following  functions  suid  re-  (4)  Supervision  and  direction  of  the 

(1)  Office  of  the  Director.  sponsibilities,  except  as  provided  in  sec-  children’s  Bureau  in  its  performance  of 

(2)  Children’s  Bureau.  tion  2-000-30  of  the  DHEW  organization  the  functions  under  the  Act  of  April  9, 

(3)  Bureau  of  Head  Start  and  Early  manual;  1912. 


Cblldbood. 

(4)  Bureau  of  Program  Development 
and  Resources. 

(c)  Assistant  Secretary  for  Adminis¬ 
tration  and  Director,  Office  of  Child  De¬ 
velopment.  The  Office  of  Child  Develop¬ 
ment  shall  be  headed  by  a  Director  who 
chaii  repOTt  to  the  Secretary  through 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administra- 
tkm  and  who  shall  administer  its  pro¬ 
grams  under  the  general  direction  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 
The  Chief  of  the  Children’s  Bureau  shall 
serve  as  Director,  Office  of  Child  Devel¬ 
opment. 

Sk.  2.  Transfer  of  Functions — (a)  Of¬ 
fice  of  Child  Development.  There  are 
hertoy  transferred  from  the  Social  and 
Reha^tation  Service  to  the  Office  of 
Child  Development  the  following  func¬ 
tions: 

(1)  The  functions  performed  by  the 
Children’s  Bureau  under  the  Act  of  April 
9, 1912  (42  U.S.C.  Ch.  6) . 

(2)  The  development  of  standards  and 
participation  in  the  development  of  poli¬ 
cies  for  day  care  and  preschooLprograms 
to  be  issued  by  the  Social  and  Rehabili¬ 
tation  Service  for  programs  authorized 
under  Parts  A  and  B  of  title  IV  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  including  concur¬ 
rence  in  State  plan  provisions  for  such 
programs  and  provision  of  technical 
assistance  to  agencies  administering  pre¬ 
school  and  day  care  projects  under  title 
IV. 

(3)  Such  functions  with  respect  to 
research  and  demonstration  projects 
under  title  IV,  Part  B,  section  426  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  as  are  agreed  to  by 
the  Administrator  of  SRS  and  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Administration, 
and  approval  of  training  projects  au- 
th(u1zed  under  such  section  426  to  the 
extent  of  50  percent  of  the  funds  avail¬ 
able  therefor. 

(b)  Health  Services  and  Mental  Health 
Administration.  There  are  hereby  trans¬ 
ferred  from  the  Social  and  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Service  to  the  Health  Services  and 
Mental  Health  Administration  the  fol¬ 
lowing  functions; 

(1)  The  functions  under  title  V  of  the 
Social  Security  Act. 

(2)  The  functions  under  section  402 
(a)  and  (b)  of  the  Social  Security 


(a)  With  fespect  to  children’s  pro¬ 
grams  (.as  defined  in  paragraph  (d)  of 
this  section)  throughout  the  Depart¬ 
ment: 

(1)  Long-range  planning  and  devel¬ 
opment  of  new  program  concepts. 

(2)  In  cooperation  with  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Legislation,  formulation 
of  legislative  proposals  and  coordination 
of  Department’s  response  to  proposed 
legislation. 

(3)  Development  of  mechanisms  for 
coordination  among  various  functional 
programs  and  agencies  at  State  and  local 
levels.  Facilitating  arrangements  for  co¬ 
operation  and  joint  efforts  among  agen¬ 
cies  of  the  Department.  Maintaining 
liaison  with  other  Federal  agencies 
through  leadership  of  the  Federal  Panel 
on  Early  Childhood  and  the  Interdepart¬ 
mental  Committee  on  Children  and 
Youth. 

(4)  Coordination  of  Department-wide 
planning  of  research  and  training  strat¬ 
egies  and  selective  monitoring  of  the 
implementation  of  these  strategies  in  the 
field  of  children. 

(5)  Stimulation  of  public  and  official 
interest  in  improving  availability  and 
quality  of  services  for  children  through 
direct  contact  with  organizations  and 
agencies. 

(6)  Development  and  publication  of 
materials  on  children’s  services  and  pro¬ 
vision  of  technical  assistance  to  States 
and  other  public  and  private  agencies 
and  organizations.  Dissemination  of  In¬ 
formation  on  children  to  the  public  and 
program  officials. 

(7)  Review  and  concurrence  on  poli¬ 
cies  or  regulations  proposed  by  adminis¬ 
tering  agencies  or  proposing  of  new 
policies  or  regulations  which  have  sig¬ 
nificant  impact  on  children’s  programs. 

(8)  Participation  in  the  development 
of  the  data  requirements  used  for  sup¬ 
port  of  budgets  or  planning.  Including 
specification  of  data  which  Is  essential 
to  the  role  of  the  Office  of  Child  Develop¬ 
ment  in  recomm^dlng  overall  programs. 

(9)  Selective  review  of  State  plans  or 
project  grants  jointly  with  funding 
agency,  and  selective  monitoring  of 
funded  programs  jointly  with  funding 
agency. 


.  (5)  Administration  of  such  research 
and  demonstration  projects  under  title 
IV,  Part  B,  section  426  of  the  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Act  as  are  agreed  to  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  SRS  and  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Administration,  and  approval 
of  training  projects  under  such  section 
426  to  the  extent  of  50  percent  of  the 
funds  available  therefor. 

(c)  Responsibilities  for  the  functions 
set  forth  in  paragraphs  (b)  and  (b)  of 
this  section  are  assigned  as  fciHows — (1) 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 
The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administra¬ 
tion  shall  have  overall  responsibility  for 
the  devel<HMnent,  coordination  and  gen¬ 
eral  supervision  of  programs  that  affect 
child  devel<«>ment  and  related  activities. 

In  exercising  that  responsibility,  he  shall 
review  and  approve  Office  of  Child  De¬ 
velopment  budget  proposals,  policies,  leg¬ 
islative  reccmunendations,  research  and 
training  strategies,  and  key  persormel  ai>- 
pointments,  and  clear  proposed  regula¬ 
tions  for  approval  by  the  Secretary.  He 
shall  have  primary  respcmslbility  for  the 
presentation  of  Office  of  Child  Develop¬ 
ment  matters  (with  the  assistance  of  the 
Director.  Office  of  Child  Development)  to 
the  Secretary. 

(2)  Office  of  Director,  Office  of  Child 
Development.  Under  the  direction  of  the 
Director,  Office  of  CHiild  Development: 
Provides  leadership,  and  coordinates  and 
manages  operations  of  the  three  Bu¬ 
reaus.  Acts  on  recommendations  within 
scope  of  authorities  delegated  by  the 
Secretary.  Maintains  liaison  with  orga¬ 
nizations  interested  in  children’s  pro¬ 
grams.  Develops  a  program  of  child  ad¬ 
vocates  throughout  the  nation.  Prepares 
newsletters  and  magazines  as  well  as 
other  public  affairs  materials.  Provides 
management  services.  Including  grants 
processing  and  budget  and  fiscal  alloca¬ 
tions  and  controls,  for  the  Office  of  Child 
Development. 

(3)  Children’s  Bureau.  Under  the  di¬ 
rection  of  the  Chief,  (Children’s  Bureau, 
and  the  Associate  Chief  of  the  (Children’s 
Bureau  who  is  also  an  Associate  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Child  Development;  Per¬ 
forms  fimctlons  under  the  Act  of  April  9, 
1912.  Conducts  studies  and  investigations 
and  prepares  reports  on  matters  relat¬ 
ing  to  the  welfare  of  children  and  child 
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life.  Identifies  areas  requiring  develop¬ 
ment  of  new  program  concepts  and  estab¬ 
lishes  necessary  study  groups  to  prei>are 
idesis.  Recommends  Department  or  Gov¬ 
ernment-wide  policies  with  resi>ect  to 
children’s  programs.  Advocates  programs 
within  and  outside  the  Government.  Co¬ 
ordinates  Department-wide  planning  of 
strategies  for  research  and  training  for 
children’s  programs  and  monitors  im¬ 
plementation  of  strategies.  Carries  out 
research  and  demonstration  and  training 
functions  identified  in  paragraph  (b)  (5) 
of  this  section.  Analyzes  and  prepares 
reports  on  legislation  relating  to  chil¬ 
dren’s  programs:  prepares  testimony  for 
Department  officiaLs;  and  suggests 
needed  legislation.  Develops  systems  for 
coordination  among  children’s  programs 
and  with  other  coordination  mechanisms 
such  8is  model  cities,  community  action 
agencies,  and  health  and  welfare  coim- 
cils.  Provides  leadership  to  4-C  programs. 
Provides  leadership  and  secretariat  sup¬ 
port  to  the  Interdei>artmental  Commit¬ 
tee  on  Children  and  Youth.  Analyzes  an¬ 
nual  and  long  range  plans  and  budgets 
throughout  the  Department  and  pre¬ 
pares  consolidated  estimates  and  prior¬ 
ity  recommendations  for  consideration 
by  the  Secretary.  Assists  the  Secretary  in 
defending  estimates  before  the  Bureau  of 
the  Budget  and  Congress. 

(4)  Bureau  of  Head  Start  and  Early 
Childhood.  Under  the  direction  of  the 
Associate  Director,  Office  of  Child  De¬ 
velopment,  for  Head  Start  and  Early 
Childhood;  Administers  the  Head  Start 
program  including  the  development  of 
policies,  standards  and  guidelines  for 
this  activity.  Develops  policy  interpreta¬ 
tions  and  guidelines  to  the  regional  staff 
and  to  the  operators  of  Head  Start  proj¬ 
ects;  assists  in  training  of  the  regional 
staff  and  local  Head  Start  project  staffs; 
and  monitors  regional  operations  and 
projects.  Approves  operating  grants  for 
migrant  and  Indian  programs.  Recom¬ 
mends  training  and  technical  assistance 
grants.  Develops  standards  and  partici- 
f>ates  in  the  development  of  policies  for 
preschool  and  day  care  activities  under 
title  rv  of  the  Social  Security  Act.  Pre¬ 
pares  technical  materials  and  publica¬ 
tions  with  regard  to  day  care  for  use  by 
program  operators  and  the  general  pub¬ 
lic.  Provides  technical  assistance  to 
agencies  administering  preschool  and 
day  care  projects  under  title  IV,  partici¬ 
pates  in  the  review  of  State  plan  material 
with  regard  to  title  IV  preschool  and  day 
care  programs,  and  concurs  in  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  such  plans  by  the  Social  and 
Rehabilitation  Service.  Also  participates 
in  the  review  of  and  concurs  in  State 
plans  with  regard  to  child  care  services 
provided  in  support  of  the  Work  Incen¬ 
tive  Program  of  the  Department  of 
Labor,  and  concurs  in  Social  and  Reha¬ 
bilitation  Service  State  program  alloca¬ 
tions  of  funds  for  child  care  services  in 
connection  with  the  Work  Incentive  Pro¬ 
gram.  Provides  leadership  and  secre¬ 
tariat  support  to  the  Federal  Panel  on 
Early  Childhood.  Provides  secretariat 
support  to  the  National  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Child  Development  and  to  the 
Department’s  Board  of  Advisors  on  Child 


Development.  Recommends  establish¬ 
ment  of  program  development  panels 
and  coordinates  these  activities.  Prepares 
budget  requests  for  Head  Start,  recom¬ 
mends  allocations  of  funds  among  ac¬ 
tivities  and  regions,  and  controls  obliga¬ 
tion  of  fimds. 

(5)  Bureau  of  Program  Development 
and  Resources.  Under  the  direction  of 
the  Associate  Director,  Office  of  Child 
Development,  for  Program  Development 
and  Resources:  Develops  standards, 
guidelines  and  technical  assistance  ma¬ 
terials  for  use  in  implementing  children’s 
programs  (except  preschool  and  day 
care) .  Reviews  and  recommends  changes 
to  policies  proposed  by  operating  agen¬ 
cies;  identifies  areas  which  require  new 
or  revised  policy  and  regulations:  devel¬ 
ops  system  for  selective  reviews  of  State 
Plans  and  project  grants  and  for  selec¬ 
tive  monitoring  of  funded  programs.  De¬ 
velops  arrangements  for  working  with 
State  and  local  agencies  and  private  or¬ 
ganizations  to  stimulate  increases  in  the 
availability  and  quality  of  services  to 
children.  Develops  pamphlets  and  other 
training  materials  for  persons  engaged 
in  the  provision  of  services  as  well  as 
materials  for  use  by  the  general  public. 
Arranges  for  printing  for  entire  office. 
Arranges  for  training  of  Regional  staffs 
as  well  as  other  Federal  officials  involved 
in  children’s  programs.  Provides  liaison 
with  Regional  staff  and  monitors  field 
operation.  Secures  policy  interpretations 
as  required. 

(d)  Definition.  “Children’s  programs,” 
as  used  in  this  Order,  means  those  serv¬ 
ices  to  or  activities  on  behalf  of  children 
which  are  not  a  part  of  the  services 
routinely  included  in  the  public  school 
curriculum.  Services  may  be  of  a  health, 
educational  or  social  services  nature. 
Activities  or  services  related  to  parent¬ 
hood  and  parent-child  relations  are 
included. 

Sec.  4.  Continuation  of  Regulations. 
(a)  Except  as  inconsistent  with  this 
Order,  all  regulations,  rules,  orders,  state¬ 
ments  of  policy,  or  interpretations  with 
respect  to  the  Social  and  Rehabilitation 
Service,  heretofore  issued,  and  either  in 
effect  immediately  prior  to  the  date  of 
this  Reorganization  Order  or  to  become 
effective  subsequent  to  said  date,  are  con¬ 
tinued  in  full  force  and  effect  imtil  such 
time  as  they  are  amended. 

(b)  Except  as  inconsistent  with  this 
Order,  all  regulations,  rules,  orders, 
statements  of  i>olicy,  or  interpretations 
of  the  Head  Start  program.  Office  of 
Economic  Opportimity,  are  adopted  by 
the  Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  as  regulations,  rules,  orders, 
statements  of  policy,  or  interpretations 
of  the  Department  and  are  continued  in 
full  force  and  effect  until  such  time  as 
they  are  reissued  by  the  Department. 

Sec.  5.  Prior  Statements  of  Organiza¬ 
tion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au¬ 
thority.  (a)  To  the  extent  inconsistent 
with  the  Reorganization  Order,  all  previ¬ 
ous  Statements  of  Organization,  Func¬ 
tions,  and  Delegations  of  Authority  of  the 
Department  are  superseded  by  this  Re¬ 
organization  Order. 


(b)  Pending  further  redelegationg 
directives,  or  orders  by  the  Director’ 
Office  of  Child  Development,  the  Ad.^ 
ministrator,  Health  Ser^ces  and  Mental 
Health  Administration,  or  the  Adirdn- 
istrator.  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Serv¬ 
ice,  as  appropriate  within  their  respective 
organizations,  all  delegations  to  the 
Chief,  Children’s  Bureau,  Social  and 
habilitation  Service,  and  all  redelega¬ 
tions  by  him  in  effect  immediately  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  this  Reorganiza- 
tion  Order  shall  continue  in  effect. 

(c)  For  the  purpose  of  carrying  out 
the  Head  Start  program  and  until  such 
time  as  redelegations  of  authority  are 
issued  by  the  Office  of  Child  Develop¬ 
ment,  the  delegations  and  redelegations 
of  authority  within  the  Office  of  Eco¬ 
nomic  Opportunity  are  adopted  by  the 
Office  of  Child  Development  and  are 
deemed  to  be  the  delegations  of  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Child  Development,  and 
redelegations  within  the  Office  of  Child 
Development,  Office  of  the  Secretary,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare. 

(d)  Except  for  the  transfers  of  func¬ 
tion  stated  in  this  Order,  the  authority  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Education,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  HSMHA,  and  the  Admin¬ 
istrator,  SRS  to  administer,  control,  and 
evaluate  programs  assigned  to  them  is 
not  intended  to  be  reduced  in  any  way  by 
the  provisions  of  this  Order. 

Sec.  6.  Funds,  Personnel,  and  Equip¬ 
ment.  Transfer  of  organizations  and 
functions  effected  by  this  Order  shall  be 
accompanied  in  each  instance  by  direct 
and  supporting  funds,  positions,  per¬ 
sonnel,  records,  equipment,  supplies,  and 
other  resources  as  appropriate. 

Sec.  7.  Effective  Date.  This  Reor¬ 
ganization  Order  shall  be  effective 
immediately. 

August  17,  1969. 

Memorandum 

Subject:  Redelegation  of  Authority  to  the 
Director,  Office  of  Child  Development,  to  ad¬ 
minister  the  Head  Start  Program. 

1.  I  hereby  redelegate  to  you  through  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration  all 
the  authorities  delegated  to  me  by  the  Di¬ 
rector,  OEO,  by  a  delegation  approved  by  the 
President  on  June  30,  1969. 

2.  This  redelegation  is  subject  to  the  reser¬ 
vations  of  authority  in  the  Secretary  in  sec¬ 
tion  2-30  of  the  Department’s  Statement  o( 
Organization,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of 
Authority. 

3.  'The  authorities  delegated  herein  shall  be 
exercised  in  accordance  with  such  memo¬ 
randa  of  understanding  as  have  been  or  may 
be  entered  into  by  HEW  and  OEO. 

4.  You  may  issue  such  general  policies  gov¬ 
erning  the  allocation  of  funds  and  admlnls- 
tration  of  Head  Start  grants  by  HEW 
regional  offices  as  are  necessary. 

6.  The  authorities  redelegated  herein  may 
be  further  redelegated. 

6.  This  redelegation  shall  take  effect 
immediately. 

Dated:  September  17,  1969. 

Robert  H.  Finch, 
Secretary. 

tP.R.  Doc.  69-11316:  Piled,  Sept.  22,  196S; 
8:46  a.m.] 
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national  advisory  committee 

ON  CHILD  DEVELOPMENT 
Statement  of  Formal  Determination 

As  required  by  Executive  Order  11007, 

I  recanmaid  that  the  Secretary  formally 
determine  that  the  formation  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Committee  on  Child  De¬ 
velopment  is  in  the  public  interest  in 
connection  with  the  performance  of 
duties  imposed  by  law,  and  that  such 
duties  can  best  be  performed  by  such  a 
group. 

Summary  of  Pertinent  Pacts 
Title.  National  Advisory  Committee  on 
Child  Development. 

Purpose.  To  advise  the  Secretary  of 
Education,  and  Welfare  on  those 
child  development  programs  for  which 
the  Office  of  Child  Development  has 
operating  or  coordinating  responsibili¬ 
ties  These  include,  but  are  not  neces- 
aariiy  limited  to,  Head  Start,  Parent  and 
Ch»d  Centers,  day  care.  Follow  Through 
and  child  health. 

Authority.  Delegation  of  authority 
from  the  Director,  Office  of  Economic 
(^rtunity,  to  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare;  sections  222, 
522(d),  and  602(c)  of  the  Economic  Op¬ 
portunity  Act  of  1964,  42  U.S.C.,  2809, 
2932(d),  and  2942(c):  42  U.S.C.  ch.  6; 
titles  IV  and  V  of  the  Social  Security 
Act,  42  UJ3.C.  601  et  seq.,  and  701  et  seq. 

Functions.  Consults  with  and  advises 
the  Secretary  on  policy  and  administra¬ 
tion  of  child  development  programs  for 
which  the  Office  of  Child  Development 
has  responsibility.  The  Committee’s  re¬ 
port^  relationship  would  be  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  through  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

Structure.  The  committee  will  consist 
of  not  less  than  18  nor  more  than  21 
members,  including  the  chairman  and 
vice  chairman,  to  be  appointed  by  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare.  The  membership  will  be  composed 
oi  individuals  with  general -inter^  in 
and  knowledge  of  child  develcHJment  pro¬ 
grams:  individuals  selected  from  health, 
education,  and  welfare  agencies;  direc¬ 
tors  of  child  development  programs 
(Head  Start,  Parent  and  CThild  Centers, 
Follow  Through  and  day  care) ,  and  par¬ 
ents  of  children  who  participate  in  child 
development  programs.  The  chairman 
and  vice  chairman,  appointed  by  the 
Secretary,  are  to  be  public  members  (not 
Federal  employees) .  The  Office  of  Child 
Development  will  provide  secretariat 
services  (personnel,  facilities  and  serv¬ 
ices)  to  the  committee. 

Committee  members  will  be  appointed 
to  serve  for  2  years,  except  that  one-half 
of  the  public  and  parent  members  would 
initially  be  appointed  for  1  year. 

Meetings.  Meetings  of  the  committee* 
will  be  held  approximately  four  times 
a  year  at  the  call  of  the  Director,  Office 
of  Child  Develof«nent.  A  full-time  Gk)v- 
emm«it  employee  will  be  present  ait  all 
meetings. 

Compensation.  Members  of  the  com¬ 
mittee  who  are  not  full-time  Govern¬ 
ment  employees  will  be  paid  at  the  rate 
hot  to  exceed  $100  a  day,  plus  per  diem 


and  travel  expenses  in  accordance  with 
Standard  Government  Travel  Regula¬ 
tions  (SGTRs). 

Duration.  The  committee  will  termi¬ 
nate  2  years  fnxn  the  date  of  its  e^ab- 
lishment  unless  extension  beyond  that 
date  is  requested  and  aiH>roved  by  the 
Secretary. 

Dated:  July  30,  1969. 

JULE  M.  SUGARMAN, 

Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Child  Development. 

Formal  Determination.  I  hereby  deter¬ 
mine  that  the  formation  of  the  National 
Advisory  Committee  on  Child  Develop¬ 
ment  is  in  the  public  interest  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  performance  of  duties  im¬ 
posed  by  law,  and  that  such  duties  can 
best  be  iierformed  by  such  a  group. 

.  Dated:  September  17,  1969. 

Robert  H.  Pinch, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11320;  Plied,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:45  a.in.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

STATE  OF  GEORGIA 

Proposed  Agreement  for  Assumption 
of  Certain  AEC  Regulatory  Author¬ 
ity 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  is  publishing 
for  public  comment,  prior  to  action 
thereon,  a  proposed  agreement  received 
from  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Geor¬ 
gia  for  the  assumption  of  certain  of  the 
Commission’s  regulatory  authority  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  274  of  the  Atomic  En¬ 
ergy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended. 

A  r6sum6,  prepared  by  the  State  of 
Georgia  and  summarizing  the  State’s 
proposed  program  for  control  over 
sources  of  radiation,  is  set  forth  below  as 
an  appendix  to  this  notice.  A  copy  of  the 
program,  including  proposed  Georgia 
regulations,  is  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  may  be  obtained  by  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Director,  Division  of  State  and 
Licensee  Relations,  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  All 
interested  persons  desiring  to  submit 
comments  and  suggestions  for  the  con¬ 
sideration  of  the  Commission  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  proposed  agreement  should 
send  them,  in  triplicate,  to  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545.  Attention:  Chief, 
Public  Proceedings  Branch,  within  30 
days  after  initial  publication  of  this  no¬ 
tice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Exemptions  from  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  authority  which  would  imple¬ 
ment  this  proposed  agreement,  as  well  as 
other  agreements  which  may  be  entered 
into  imder  section  274  of  the  AUunic 
Energy  Act,  as  amended,  were  published 
as  Part  150  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  in  Federal  Register  Issuances  of 
February  14,  1962,  27  F.R.  1351;  April  3, 
1965,  30  F.R.  4352:  September  22,  1965, 


30  F.R.  12069:  March  19,  1966,  31  FJl. 
4668;  March  30,  1966,  31  FJi.  5120;  De¬ 
cember  2,  1966,  31  FJL  15145;  July  15, 
1967,  32  FJl.  10432;  June  27, 1968, 33  FJL 
9388;  and^ April  16,  1969,  34  FJl.  6517. 

In  reviewing  this  proposed  agreement, 
interested,  persons  should  also  consider 
the  aforementioned  exemptions. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  19th 
day  of  Sept^ber  1969. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

W.  B.  McCool, 

Secretary. 

Proposed  Agreement  Between  the  U.S. 
ATOMIC  Energy  Commission  and  the  State 
OF  Georgia  for  Discontintjance  of  Cixtain 
Commission  Regulatory  Authortty  and 
RESPONsmiLr^  Within  the  State  Pursu¬ 
ant  TO  SECTKW  274  OF  THE  ATOMIC  ENERGY 
Act  of  1954,  as  Amended 

Whereas,  the  UB.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion  (b^elnaXter  relerred  to  as  the  Commis¬ 
sion)  Is  authmlzed  imder  section  274  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended  (here¬ 
inafter  referred  to  as  the  Act) ,  to  enter  Into 
agreements  with  the  Governor  of  any  State 
providing  for  discontinuance  of  the  regula¬ 
tory  authority  of  the  Commlseion  within  the 
State  under  chapters  6,  7,  and  8,  and  section 
161  of  the  Act  with  reflect  to  byproduct 
materials,  source  materials,  and  special  nu¬ 
clear  materials  In  quantities  not  sufficient  to 
form  a  critical  mass:  and 

Whereas,  the  Governor  d  the  State  of 
Georgia  Is  authorized  under  section  88-1307 
of  the  Georgia  Health  Code  (Georgia  Laws 
1964,  pp.  499,  671)  to  enter  Into  this  Agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Cmunlsslon;  and 
Whereas,  the  Governor  of  the  State  of 
Georgia  certified  cm  August  29, 1969,  that  the 
State  of  Georgia  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  State)  has  a  program  for  the  control  of 
radiation  hazards  adequate  to  protect  the 
public  health  and  safety  with  respect  to  the 
materials  within  the  State  covered  by  this 
Agreement,  and  that  the  State  desires  to  as¬ 
sume  regulatory  responsibility  for  such  mate¬ 
rials;  and 

Whereas,  the  Commission  found  on _ 

_ that  the  program  of  the  State  for  the 

regulation  of  the  materials  covered  by  this 
Agreement  Is  compatible  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion's  program  for  the  regulation  of  such 
materials  and  is  adequate  to  protect  the  pub¬ 
lic  health  and  safety;  and 
Whereas,  the  State  and  the  Commission 
recognize  the  desirability  and  Importance  of 
cooperation  between  the  Commission  and 
the  State  In  the  formulatlcm  of  standards  for 
protection  against  hazards  of  radiation  smd 
In  assuring  that  State  and  Commission  pro¬ 
grams  for  protection  against  hazards  of  radi¬ 
ation  will  be  coordinated  and  compatible; 
and 

Whereas,  the  Commission  and  the  State 
recognize  the  desirability  of  reciprocal  recog¬ 
nition  of  licenses  and  exemptions  from 
licensing  of  those  materials  subject  to  this 
Agreement;  and 

Whereas,  this  Agreement  is  entered  Into 
pursuant  to  the  {nrovlslons  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended; 

Now,  therefore.  It  Is  hereby  agreed  be¬ 
tween  the  Commission  and  the  Governor 
of  the  State,  acting  In  behalf  of  the  State, 
as  follows: 

Article  I 

Subject  to  the  exceptions  provided  In 
Articles  II,  III,  and  IV,  the  Commission  shall 
discontinue,  as  of  the  effective  date  of  this 
Agreement,  the  regulatory  authority  of  the 
Commission  in  the  State  under  chapters  6. 
7,  and  8,  and  section  161  of  the  Act  with 
respect  to  the  following  materials: 
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A.  Byproduct  materials; 

B.  So\m:e  materials;  and 

C.  Special  nuclear  materials  In  quantities 
not  sufficient  to  form  a  critical  mass. 

Article  II 

Tbls  Agreement  does  not  provide  for 
discontinuance  of  any  authority  and  the 
Commission  shall  retain  authority  and  re¬ 
sponsibility  with  respect  to  regulation  of: 

A.  The  construction  and  operation  of  any 
production  or  utilization  facility; 

B.  The  export  from  or  Import  Into  the 
United  States  of  byproduct,  source,  or  spe¬ 
cial  nuclear  material,  or  of  any  production 
or  utilization  facility; 

C.  The  disposal  Into  the  ocean  or  sea  of 
byproduct,  source,  or  special  nuclear  waste 
materials  as  defined  In  regulations  or  orders 
of  the  Commission; 

D.  The  disposal  of  such  other  byproduct, 
source,  or  special  nuclear  material  as  the 
Commission  from  time  to  time  determines 
by  regu^S’l^lon  or  order  should,  because  of 
the  hazards  or  potential  hazards  thereof,  not 
be  so  disposed  of  without  a  license  from 
the  Commission. 

Article  III 

Notwithstanding  this  Agreement,  the 
Commission  may  from  time  to  time  by  rule, 
regulation,  or  order,  require  that  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  processor,  or  producer  of  any 
equipment,  device,  commodity,  or  other 
product  containing  source,  byproduct,  or  spe¬ 
cial  nuclear  material  shall  not  transfer 
possession  or  control  of  such  product  except 
pursuant  to  a  license  or  an  exemption  from 
licensing  issued  by  the  Commission. 

Article  IV 

This  Agreement  shall  not  affect  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Commission  under  subsection 
161  b.  or  1.  of  the  Act  to  Issue  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  or  orders  to  protect  the  common  de¬ 
fense  and  security,  to  protect  restricted  data 
or  to  guard  against  the  loss  or  diversion  of 
special  nuclear  material. 

Article  V 

The  Commission  will  use  Its  best  efforts 
to  cooperate  with  the  State  and  other  agree¬ 
ment  States  in  the  formulation  of  standards 
and  regulatory  programs  of  the  State  and 
the  Commission  for  protection  against  haz¬ 
ards  of  radiation  and  to  assure  that  State 
and  Commission  programs  for  protection 
against  hazards  of  radiation  will  be  coordi¬ 
nated  and  compatible.  The  State  will  use  Its 
beet  efforts  to  cooperate  with  the  Commission 
and  other  agreement  States  in  the  formula¬ 
tion  of  standards  and  regulatory  programs 
of  the  State  and  the  Commission  for  pro¬ 
tection  against  hazards  of  radiation  and  to 
assure  that  the  State’s  program  will  continue 
to  be  compatible  with  the  program  of  the 
Commission  for  the  regulation  of  like  ma¬ 
terials.  The  State  and  the  Commission  will 
use  their  best  efforts  to  keep  each  other 
Informed  of  proposed  changes  in  their  re¬ 
spective  rules  and  regulations  and  licensing. 
Inspection  and  enforcement  policies  and  cri¬ 
teria,  and  to  obtain  the  comments  and  as¬ 
sistance  of  the  other  party  thereon. 

Article  VI 

The  Commission  and  the  State  agree  that 
It  Is  desirable  to  provide  for  reciprocal  recog¬ 
nition  of  licenses  for  the  materials  listed  in 
Article  I  licensed  by  the  other  party  or  by 
any  agreement  State.  Accordingly,  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  the  State  agree  to  use  their 
best  efforts  to  develop  approiRdate  rules, 
regulations,  and  procedures  by  which  such 
reciprocity  will  be  acciHXled. 


Article  VII 

The  Commission,  upon  Its  own  initiative 
after  reasonable  notice  and  opportunity  for 
hearing  to  the  State,  or  upon  request  of  the 
Governor  of  the  State,  may  terminate  or 
suspend  this  Agreement  and  reassert  the 
licensing  and  regulatory  authority  vested 
In  it  under  the  Act  If  the  Commission  finds 
that  such  termination  or  suspension  Is  re¬ 
quired  to  protect  the  public  health  and 
safety. 

Article  VIII 

This  Agreement  shall  become  effective  on 
December  15,  1969,  and  shall  remain  In  effect 
unless  and  until  such  time  as  It  Is  ter¬ 
minated  pursuant  to  Article  VII. 

Done  at  _ _  In 

triplicate,  this _ day  of _ 

For  the  United  States  Atomic 

Energy  Commission, 


For  the  State  or  Georgia, 


Organization  and  Staff  Responsibilities 

The  Georgia  Radiation  Control  Council, 
which  consists  of  five  members.  Is  appointed 
by  the  Governor.  This  Council  Is  respon¬ 
sible  to  and  reports  to  the  Georgia  State 
Board  of  Health  and  has  the  duty  of  advis¬ 
ing  the  Georgia  Department  of  Public  Health 
on  matters  pertaining  to  ionizing  radiation 
and  standards,  rules,  and  regulations  to  be 
adopted,  modified,  promulgated,  or  repealed 
by  the  Department.  The  five  (5)  appointed 
Council  members  are  selected  from  nominees 
of  the  Medical  Association  of  Georgia,  the 
Georgia  Dental  Society,  the  Georgia  Radio¬ 
logical  Society,  the  Associated  Industries  of 
Georgia,  and  the  Georgia  Veterinary  Associ¬ 
ation.  All  members  have  recognized  knowl¬ 
edge  in  the  field  of  ionizing  radiation  and 
its  biological  effects. 

The  Radiological  Health  Service  Is  located 
In  the  Branch  of  Environmental  Health  of 
the  Georgia  Department  of  Public  Health. 
Personnel  of  the  Service  will  be  responsible 
for  the  technical  evaluation  of  applications 
for  radioactive  material  licenses,  preparation 
of  licenses,  and  for  conducting  Inspections  of 
licensees.  This  work  will  be  under  the  im¬ 
mediate  direction  of  the  Chief  of  the  Radio¬ 
active  Materials  Control  Section,  with  the 
assistance  of  two  Radiation  Safety  Officers 
I  and  one-time  secretary. 

Personnel  of  the  X-Ray  Control  Section 
will  be  responsible  for  the  registration  and 
Inspection  of  all  radiation  machines.  Assist¬ 
ing  the  Chief  of  this  Section  will  be  one 
Radiation  Safety  Officer  II,  two  Radiation 
Safety  Officers  I  and  one  full-time  secretary. 

The  Environmental  Surveillance  Section 
consists  of  a  Chief  and  two  technicians 
whose  duties  are  to  periodically  monitor 
specified  areas  near  nuclear  reactors  and  to 
collect  soil,  water,  and  air  samples  In  the 
environment. 

All  personnel  of  the  Service  will  be  In¬ 
volved  on  a  part-time  basis,  with  adminis¬ 
trative  duties  and  assignment  to  the  Radio¬ 
logical  Emergency  Team. 

Foreword 

This  document  brlefiy  describes  some  of 
the  past  activities  and  accomplishments  of 
the  Radiological  Health  Program  within  the 
Georgia  Department  of  Public  Health  In  the 
control  and  regulation  of  Ionizing  radiation 
for  the  protection  of  the  State's  citizens. 
Proposed  programs,  staffing,  equipment,  and 
facilities  are  presented  for  the  assumption 
of  additional  responsibilities  with  respect  to 
sources  of  Ionizing  radiation,  as  well  as  sup¬ 
porting  Information  on  authority,  regula¬ 
tion,  and  organization. 


The  Governor,  on  behalf  of  the  State  a 
Georgia,  Is  authorized  to  enter  into  an  agree¬ 
ment  with  the  Federal  Government  provla. 

Ing  'for  discontinuance  of  certain  of  tbe 
Federal  Government’s  responsibilities  with 
respect  to  sources  of  ionizing  radiation.  Thu 
authority  Is  granted  In  paragraph  (a)  sec¬ 
tion  88-1307  of  the  Georgia  Radiation  Con-  ' 
trol  Act  as  amended  by  Act  297  (1965)  and 
Act  971  (1968)  of  the  Georgia  General 
Assembly. 

The  Atomic  Energy  Commission  (ABC)  Is 
authorized  to  enter  Into  an  agreement  with 
the  governor  of  a  State  whereby  the  > 
Commission  may  transfer  to  the  State  cer¬ 
tain  licensing  and  regulatory  control  over 
byproduct  material,  source  material,  and  [ 
special  nuclear  material  In  quantities  not  i 
sufficient  to  form  a  critical  mass.  This  au¬ 
thority  Is  found  In  section  274b  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1964,  as  amended.  ® 

Highlights  in  the  History  of  Radutioh  ' 
Protection  Activities  Conducted  by  ua 
Georgia  Department  of  Public  Health 

1943 — Radium  contamination  surveys  con¬ 
ducted  by  U.S.  Public  Health  Service 
and  Georgia  Department  of  Public 
Health  Industrial  Hygiene  personnel 
in  a  very  large  military  dial  refinlsh- 
Ing  facility  at  Warner  Robins,  Ga. 

1949 — First  formal  training  of  staff  person¬ 
nel  In  radiation  safety  and  protection 
at  National  Institutes  of  Health 
courses. 

1951 —  Additional  staff  training  In  X-ray  con¬ 
trol  at  Taft  Sanitary  Engineering  Cen¬ 
ter  In  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

— Surveyed  all  shoe  fitting  fiuoroecopei 
In  State  to  determine  compliance  with 
American  Industrial  Hygiene  Associa¬ 
tion  existing  standards. 

— Began  systematic  evaluation  of  X-ray 
equipment  In  offices  of  physicians  and  i 
dentists.  I 

— Radium  Surveys  made  In  all  commer¬ 
cial  airline  dial  painting  facilities  in 
the  State.  | 

1952 —  Radium  surveys  made  in  all  military  | 
dial  painting  shops  In  the  State. 

1953 —  Began  joint  surveys  of  Isotope  users  ^ 
in  company  with  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  personnel  from  Oak  Ridge.  I 

— Personnel  participated  In  weapons  | 
testing  program  In  Nevada.  I 

— Began  air  surveillance  program  to  | 
determine  amount  of  fallout  fr«n  i 
weapons  testing  program  In  Pacific  I 
and  Nevada. 

1955 —  Personnel  again  participated  In  weap¬ 
ons  testing  program  In  Nevada. 

1956 —  Began  environmental  surveillance  pro-  , 
gram  (water,  air  and  vegetation  sam-  r 
pllng)  to  support  Lockheed  Aircraft  | 
Corp.  reactor  development  center  st 
Dawsonvllle. 

— Radiation  protection  activities  given 
“Se(rt;lon”  status  In  Industrial  Hygiene  ^ 
Division.  I 

1957 —  Personnel  again  participated  In  weap¬ 
ons  testing  program  In  Nevada. 

1960—  U.S.  Public  Health  Service  began  state  i 
assignee  program  with  Georgia  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Health. 

1961 —  Radiation  stream  monitoring  program 
begun  In  Savannah,  Chattahoodme 
and  Etowah  River  systems. 

— Laboratory  capability  for  environmen¬ 
tal  surveillance  greatly  expanded. 

— Milk  surveillance  begun  In  10  majoi  'a 
milk  sheds  In  the  State.  1 

1962—  Dental  radiological  health  “Sur-Pik  I 

Survey”  conducted  In  each  dental  ofito  ? 
In  State  equipped  with  an  X*riy  ^ 
machine.  I 
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lOfl^-Radlatlon  Control  Act  passed  by  the 
**  General  Assembly  of  Georgia. 

_Badlation  Control  Council  appointed 
by  Governor;  meets  for  the  first  time 
In  August. 

—Proposed  radiation  control  regulations 
dealing  with  X-ray  and  radioactive 
materials  presented  to  Council  for 
study. 

1965— Radiological  Health  activities  given 
"Service”  status  and  separated  from 
Industrial  Hygiene  program. 

—Preregistration  Inventory  performed 
to  determine  location  of  all  users  of 
radium  and  X-ray  generating  devices. 

—Radium  management  studies  begun  In 
all  hospitals  and  clfnlcs  throughout 
the  State. 

1965— Radium  management  studies  begun  In 
offices  of  all  private  practitioners  In 
State. 

J987 _ Radioactive  materials  control  and 

X-ray  control  activities  given  Section 
status  In  Radiological  Health  Service. 
1969— Regulations  pertaining  to  “X-ray’’  and 
“Radioactive  Materials”  adopted  by  the 
State  Board  of  Health. 

Rbculatory  Procedures  and  Policy 

LICENSING  AND  REGISTRATION 

The  Georgia  radiation  control  program 
encompasses  all  sources  of  radiation.  The 
regulations  require  licensing  of  all  radioactive 
materials  and  registration  of  all  radiation- 
producing  machines  except  such  sources  or 
machines  as  may  be  specifically  exempted 
from  those  requirements  In  accordance  with 


Inspections 

Inspections  for  the  piu^Mse  of  evaluating 
radiation  safety  and  determining  compli¬ 
ance  with  appropriate  regulations  and  pro¬ 
visions  of  licenses  will  be  conducted  as 
needed. 

Inspection  frequency  will  be  based  upon 
the  extent  of  the  hazard-potential  and  ex¬ 
perience  with  the  particular  facility.  It  Is 
expected  that  all  specific  licensees  will  be  in¬ 
spected  at  least  once  every  2  years.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  frequency  is  anticipated ; 

Specific  Licenses : 

Waste  Disposal  Once  each  6  months. 

Services. 

Industrial  Once  each  12  months. 

Radiography. 

Other  Industrial _  Once  each  24  months. 

Medical  _  Once  each  24  months. 

Academic  _  Once  each  24  months. 

Other  _  Based  on  hazards  as¬ 

sociated  with  li¬ 
censee’s  program. 

Broad  Licenses _  Once  each  12  months. 

Registered  Based  on  hazards  as- 

Facllities.  sodated  with  regis¬ 

trant’s  program. 

Inspections  will  be  made  by  prearrange¬ 
ment  with  the  licensee  or  may  be  unan¬ 
nounced  at  reasonable  times,  as  the  Depart¬ 
ment,  in  Its  judgment,  determines  to  be  most 
constructive.  Consultation  visits  will  be  made 
frequently  In  the  early  years  of  the  licensing 
and  compliance  program  In  order  to  estab¬ 
lish  understanding  and  cooperation. 

Inspections  will  Include  the  observation  of 


time  as  to  the  oorreotive  action  taken  and  the 
date  such  action  was  oompleted  or  will  be 
complete.  Assurance  of  oorreotive  action  will 
be  determined  by  a  followup  Inspection  or  at 
the  time  of  the  next  regular  Inspection. 

Upon  request  by  the  licensee,  the  terms  and  . 
conditions  of  a  license  may  be  amended, 
consistent  with  the  Act  or  regulations,  to 
meet  changing  conditions  In  operations  or 
to  remedy  technicalities  of  nonoompllance 
of  a  minor  nature.  The  Department  may 
amend,  suspend,  or  revoke  a  Ucense  In  the 
event  of  continuing  refusal  of  the  licensee 
to  comply  with  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
license,  the  Act  or  regulations,  or  failure  to 
take  adequate  action  concerning  items  of 
nonoompllance.  Prior  to  such  action,  the  De¬ 
partment  shall  notify  the  licensee  of  its 
intent  to  amend,  suspend  or  revoke  the 
license  and  provide  the  opportunity  for  a 
hearing. 

The  Department  will  use  Its  best  efforts  to 
attain  compliance  through  cooperation  and 
education.  Only  In  Instances  where  real  or 
potential  hazards  exist,  or  oases  of  repeated 
.nonoompllance  or  willful  violation  will  the 
full  legal  procedures  normally  be  employed. 

Where  the  Department  finds  that  the  pub¬ 
lic  health,  safety,  or  welfare  Imperatively 
requires  emergency  action,  and  Incorporates 
such  findings  In  Its  order.  It  may  summarily 
suspend  the  license  pending  proceedings  for 
revocation  which  shall  be  promptly  Instituted 
upon  request  of  any  Interested  person. 

In  the  event  of  an  emergency  relating  to 
any  source  of  Ionizing  radiation  which  en¬ 
dangers  the  public  peace,  health,  or  safety. 


the  regulations. 

The  licensing  procedures  and  criteria  set 
forth  In  chapter  270-5-20  of  the  Georgia  De¬ 
partment  of  Public  Health  Rules  and  Regu¬ 
lations  will  be  consistent  with  those  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

General  licenses  are  issued  for  specified 
materials  under  specified  conditions  when  It 
Is  determined  that  the  issuance  of  a  specific 
license  Is  not  necessary  to  protect  the  public 
and  occupational  health  and  safety.  A  general 
license  is  effective  by  regulation  without  the 
filing  of  applications  with  the  Department 
or  the  Issuance  of  a  licensing  document.  A 
specific  license  or  amendments  thereto  will 
be  Issued  to  named  persons  and  will  Incor¬ 
porate  appropriate  conditions  and  expiration 
date  upon  review  and  approval  of  an  applica¬ 
tion.  Prelicensing  Inspections  will  be  con¬ 
ducted  when  deemed  necessary  by  the 
Department. 

When  the  Department  determines  such  to 
be  appropriate.  It  will  request  the  advice  of 
the  Radiological  Medical  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee,  or  appropriate  members  thereof,  with 
respect  to  any  matter  pertaining  to  medical 
license  application,  or  to  criteria  for  review¬ 
ing  such  applications. 

Members  of  the  Radiological  Medical  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  who  have  appropriate  ex¬ 
perience  and  training  In  nonroutine  human 
uses  of  radioactive  materials  will  be  con¬ 
sulted.  The  Atomic  Energy  Commission's  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  on  the  medical  use  of 
Isotopes  will  also  be  consulted  when  neces- 
sary.  Appropriate  research  protocols  will  be 
required  as  part  of  an  application.  The  De¬ 
partment  will  maintain  knowledge  of  current 
developments,  techniques  and  procedures  for 
medical  uses  applicable  to  the  licensing  pro¬ 
gram  through  continuing  contact  and  infor-* 
matlon  exchange  with  the  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  and  other  agreement 
States. 

The  registration  program  will  be  a  con¬ 
tinuation  of  the  current  activity  except  that 
(a)  all  radiation  machines  will  be  subject 
to  the  applicable  provisions  of  the  regula¬ 
tions.  and  (b)  radium  and  accelerator  pro¬ 
duced  radionuclides  which  were  formerly 
registered,  must  now  be  licensed. 


pertinent  facilities,  operators,  and  equip¬ 
ment;  a  review  of  use  procedures,  radiation 
safety  practices,  and  user  qualifications;  a 
review  of  records  of  radiation  surveys,  per¬ 
sonnel  exposure,  and  receipt  and  disposition 
of  licensed  materials — all  as  appropriate  to 
the  scope  and  conditions  of  the  license  and 
applicable  regulations.  In  addition,  inde¬ 
pendent  measurements  will  be  made  as 
appropriate. 

At  the  start  and  conclusion  of  an  inspec¬ 
tion,  personal  contact  will  be  made  at  man¬ 
agement-level  whenever  possible.  Following 
Inspections,  results  will  be  discussed  with 
the  licensee  management. 

Investigations  will  be  made  of  all  reported 
or  alleged  incidents  to  determine  the  condi¬ 
tions  and  exposure  Incident  thereto  and  to 
determine  the  steps  taken  for  ocMreotlon, 
cleanup,  and  the  prevention  of  similar  Inci¬ 
dents  in  the  future. 

Radiological  assistance  In  the  form  of 
monitoring,  liaison  with  appropriate  au¬ 
thorities  and  recommendations  for  area  se¬ 
curity  and  cleanup  will  be  available  from  the 
Department  In  the  event  of  an  emergency. 

Reports  wrlll  be  prepared  covering  each  in¬ 
spection  or  investigation.  ’The  reports  will  be 
reviewed  by  the  Chief  of  the  Radioactive  Ma¬ 
terials  Control  Section  and  the  Director  of 
the  Radiological  Health  Service. 

COMPLIANCE  AND  ENFORCEMENT 

The  status  of  compliance  with  regulations, 
registration,  or  license  conditions  will  be  de¬ 
termined  through  Inspections  and  evalua¬ 
tions  of  Inspection  reports. 

When  there  are  Items  of  nonoompllance, 
the  licensee  will  be  so  Informed  at  the  time 
of  Inspection.  When  the  Items  are  minor  and 
the  licensee  agrees  at  the  time  of  Inspection 
to  correct  them,  written  notice  at  the  com¬ 
pletion  of  the  Inspection  will  list  the  items 
of  nonoompllance,  confirm  corrections  made 
at  the  ^me,  and  Inform  the  person  that  a 
review  of  other  oorreotive  action  will  be 
made  at  the  next  Inspectloin. 

Where  Items  of  nonoompllance  of  a  more 
serious  nature  occur,  the  licensee  will  be  In¬ 
formed  by  letter  of  the  items  of  nonoom{>ll- 
ance  and  required  to  reply  within  a  stated 


the  Department  shall  have  the  authority  to 
Issue  such  orders  for  the  protection  of  the  ' 
public  health  and  safety  as  may  be  appro¬ 
priate,  Including  orders  to  lay  an  emb^go 
upon  or  Impound  radioactive  materials  and 
other  source  of  Ionizing  radiation  In  the 
possession  of  any  person  who  Is  not  equipped 
to  observe  or  falls  to  observe  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  or  any  rules  or  regulations  pro¬ 
mulgated  thereunder. 

RADIATION  EMERGENCIES 

A  Department  of  Health  radiological 
emergency  team  was  formed  In  1964.  The 
function  of  this  team  Is  to  respond  to  all 
radiological  emergencies  that  might  Involve 
the  public  health  and  safety.  Emergency 
kits  have  been  prepared  with  all  the  neces¬ 
sary  apparatus  and  radiation  surveying 
equipment.  Members  of  this  team  have  been 
called  on  to  decontaminate  one  major  facil¬ 
ity.  In  addition,  the  team  has  responded 
to  many  calls  to  Investigate  and  handle 
lost  or  ruptured  radioactive  shipments, 
minor  contamination  In  hospitals  and  of¬ 
fices,  and  suspected  overexposure  from  X-ray 
generators. 

Plans  are  ciurently  being  made  to  Involve 
Law  Enforcement  personnel  In  a  Statewide 
Emergency  Network  so  that  the  Department 
will  be  promptly  notified  should  radiological 
accidents  oocur. 

Effective  Date  or  License  Transfer 

Any  person  who,  on  the  effective  date  of 
the  agreement  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission,  possesses  a  license  Issued  by  the 
Federal  Government  shall  be  deemed  to  pos¬ 
sess  a  like  license  Issued  unda*  chapter  88- 
1301  through  88-1313,  Georgia  Health  Code 
(as  passed  by  the  Legislature  In  1964  and 
amended  by  Act  297  of  the  General  Assembly 
In  1965  and  Act  971  of  the  General  Assembly 
la  1968)  which  shall  expire  either  90  days 
after  the  receipt  from  the  Department  of  a 
notice  of  expiration  of  such  hcense,  or  on  the 
date  of  expiration  specified  in  the  Federal 
license,  whichever  Is  earlier. 
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Rnus  or  AoMiifisnATioN.  Pbactice,  amd 
PmOCZDXTSE 

The  Georgia  State  Bowd  of  Health,  pur- 
Ruant  to  the  authority  granted  in  88-110  at 
the  Code  of  Georgia  (Georgia  Laws  1964, 
pages  499,  507) ,  chapter  88-3  of  the  Code  of 
Georgia  (Georgia  Laws  1964,  pages  499,  618), 
and  the  Georgia  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  has  established  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  administrative  proce¬ 
dures  with  reference  to  promulgation  of 
rules  and  regulations,  conducting  hearings, 
appeals,  proceedings,  decisions,  and  orders 
these  rules  provide  for: 

1.  Due  notice  to  Interested  persons  and 
opportunity  to  present  data  or  views  either 
orally  or  In  writing  prior  to  the  adc^tlon, 
amendment,  or  repeal  of  any  rule. 

2.  Whenever  the  Department  In  Its  opinion 
finds  that  an  emergency  exists  requiring 
immediate  action  to  protect  the  public  health 
and  safety,  the  Department  may,  without 
notice  or  hearing.  Issue  an  ord^  reciting 
the  existence  of  such  emergency  and  re¬ 
quiring  that  such  action  be  taken  as  Is  neces¬ 
sary  to  meet  the  emergency. 

3.  An  Interested  person  may  petition  the 
Department  requesting  the  promulgation, 
amendment,  or  repeal  of  a  rule. 

4.  Declaratory  judgment  procedure  avail¬ 
able  on  petition  by  proper  party  to  determine 
validity  of  statute,  rule,  or  final  decision  of 
the  Department. 

5.  Right  to  hearing  after  reasonable  notice 
in  a  case  In  which  legal  rights,  duties,  or 
privileges  of  specific  parties  are  required  by 
law  or  constitutional  right  to  be  determined. 

6.  Any  person  who  has  exhausted  all  ad¬ 
ministrative  remedies  available  within  the 
Department  and  who  Is  aggrieved  by  a  final 
decision  in  a  contested  case  Is  entitled  to 
judicial  review. 

COMPATISnuITT  AND  RECIPROCITY 

The  Georgia  State  Board  of  Health  has 
adopted  rules  and  regulations  for  the  con¬ 
trol  of  radiation  which  are  consistent  with 
those  of  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
and  those  of  the  other  agreement  States.  In 
promulgating  rules  and  regulations,  the 
Board  has,  insofar  as  practicable,  avoided  re¬ 
quiring  dual  licensing  and  has  provided  for 
reciprocal  recognition  of  other  State  and 
Federal  licenses. 

Routine  staff  meetings  will  be  conducted 
involving  all  members  of  the  division  who 
are  Involved  with  the  radiological  health 
program  to  determine  and  maintain  com¬ 
patible  programs  with  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission  and  other  agreement  States. 
Periodic  Internal  evaluation  exercises  will  be 
conducted  concerning  all  phases  of  the  pro¬ 
gram.  Written  reports,  inspection  reports, 
records,  and  statistics  will  be  compatible 
with  the  current  Atomic  Energy  Commission 
program. 

|F.R.  Doc.  69-11376;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:48  am.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  20993;  Order  69-9-90] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Adopted  Relating  to 
Cargo  Rates 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  ofiOce  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
15th  day  of  September  1969 
By  Order  69-7-76,  dated  July  16,  1969, 
and  served  July  22,  1969,  action  was  de- 


NOTICES 


ferred,  with  a  view  toward  eventual  ap¬ 
proval,  on  certain  resolutions  adopts 
by  the  International  Air  Transport  As¬ 
sociation  (LATA)  at  meetings  held  in 
Athens  in  April  and  May  of  1969.  These 
resolutions,  which  are  intended  to  be 
effective  for  a  2-year  period  beginning 
October  1,  1969,  relate  solely  to  cargo 
matters  involving  the  establishment  or 
amendment  of  charges  for  nontranspor¬ 
tation  services  and  provisions  of  an  ad¬ 
ministrative,  procedural,  or  technical 
nature  not  affecting  rate  levels.  The  or¬ 
der  allowed  15  days  for  interested  per¬ 
sons  to  file  petitions  in  support  of  or  in 
opposition  to  the  proposed  action. 

The  American  Importers  Association, 
Inc.  (AIA) ,  on  August  6,  1969,  filed  a 
petition  for  Board  review  of  Order  69- 
7-76,  issued  imder  delegated  authority. 
In  this  petition,  AIA  requests  that  the 
Board  withhold  final  action  on  the  reso¬ 
lutions  tentatively  acted  upon  in  the 
order,  pending  submission  of  comments 
by  September  15,  1969,  so  as  to  afford 
interested  persons  and  parties  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  study  and  evaluate  the  im¬ 
pact  of  these  resolutions  AIA  alleges  that 
the  proposals  incorporated  in  the  sub¬ 
ject  resolutions  were,  prior  to  issuance 
of  the  Board’s  order,  withheld  by  lATA 
from  public  scrutiny. 

In  particular,  AIA  requests  that  the 
Board  disapprove  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  to  Resolution  512b  (“Air  Cargo 
Rates,  Airport  to  Airport”)  which  would 
eliminate,  in  the  United  States  and  in 
other  geographical  areas,  an  existing 
provision  which  has  heretofore  per¬ 
mitted,  by  local  agreement,  the  carriers 
serving  the  airports  of  the  country  in¬ 
volved  to  extend,  reduce,  or  eliminate 
free  storage  for  inbound  shipments  be¬ 
yond  48  hours  after  8:00  a.m.  of  the  day 
following  arrival  at  the  airport  of  des¬ 
tination  prior  to  Customs  clearance.  The 
effect  of  the  removal  of  local  carrier  flex¬ 
ibility  to  adjust  the  free  storage  period 
is  to  reduce  the  allowance  for  shipments 
arriving  at  U.S.  airports  from  an  exist¬ 
ing  3  to  2  free  storage  days. 

The  association  also  requests  that  the 
Board  not  approve,  in  the  absence  of 
modification  or  clariflcation,  the  revali¬ 
dation  of  Resolution  512b,  insofar  as  it 
relates  to  storage  provisions  for  inbound 
shipments,  and  that  the  Board  permit 
discussions  for  the  purpose  of  looking 
to  the  establishment  of  reasonable  and 
fair  storage  rules  to  apply  at  U.S.  air¬ 
ports.  AIA  contends  that  approval  of  the 
inbound  storage  provisions,  even  in  the 
absence  of  the  amendment,  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  produce  a  rule  which  is  vague  in 
Interpretation  as  to  when  the  free  stor¬ 
age  period  is  to  begin  and,  if  strictly  in¬ 
terpreted  as  beginning  on  the  day  after 
arrival  of  shipments  at  terminals,  gives 
rise  to  a  likelihood  that  free  storage  could 
expire  before  shipments  actually  become 
available  for  removal  from  the  terminal 
by  consignees. 

Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc. 
(Pan  American)  and  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (TWA)  in  a  joint  response 
direct  their  comments  to  the  storage 
provisions  of  Resolution  512b  which  they 
consider  are  the  crux  of  the  AIA  com¬ 


plaint.  These  carriers  state  that  the 
amendment  to  Resolution  512b  is  an 
effort  to  alleviate  problems  at  airports 
characterized  by  terminal  congestion  by 
acting  to  quicken  the  flow  of  air  cargo 
through  these  terminals.  Since  holidays 
and  weekends  are  excluded  in  the  calcu¬ 
lation,  the  carriers  show  that  the  free 
storage  period  would  never  be  less  t.hVn 
56  hours  and  could  be  as  much  as  104 
hours  free  time,  exclusive  of  the  hours 
accumulated  on  the  actual  day  of  arrival. 

The  Board  is  not  persuaded  by  the 
arguments  of  AIA  that  the  resolutions, 
as  revalidated  or  amended  and  tenta¬ 
tively  acted  upon  in  Order  69-7-76, 
should  not  be  finally  approved.  As  ob^ 
served  by  the  carriers,  the  thrust  of 
ALA’S  petition  is  directed  to  the  proposed 
change  in  free  storage  time  on  import 
shipments.  Although  the  carriers  have 
submitted  little  justification  in  support 
of  a  need  for  a  change  in  current  rules, 
AIA  has  presented  no  facts  to  show  that 
approval  would  be  adverse  to  the  public 
interest.  In  particular,  AIA  has  made  no 
showing  as  to  why  the  restriction  of  local 
carrier  flexibility  is  unwarranted  or 
would  be  unduly  burdensome  to  import¬ 
ers:  nor  does  it  show  that  the  basic  free- 
storage  period,  which  the  carriers  show 
permits  a  minimiun  of  56  hours  free 
storage,  does  not  allow  a  reasonable 
period  for  the  clearance  of  cargo  at  any 
U.S.  airport,  including  John  P.  Kennedy 
International.  Nevertheless,  the  argu¬ 
ment  made  by  AIA  that  the  present  in- 
boimd  storage  provisions  of  Resolution 
512b  are  ambiguous  and  that  no  justifica¬ 
tion  is  apparent  for  the  reduction  of 
the  free  period  from  3  to  2  days  at 
U.S.  airports  has  merit.  We  will,  there¬ 
fore,  condition  our  approval  so  as  to 
clarify  and  require  that  the  free  storage 
period  for  shipments  arriving  at  airports 
in  the  United  States  and  its  territorial 
possessions  shall  not  commence  until  the 
day  following  notification  to  the  cwi- 
signee  or  his  agent  that  a  consignment 
has  arrived  and  is  available  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  clearing  Customs.  This  condition 
will  provide  for  a  uniformity  in  practices 
by  carriers  and  should  be  helpful  to  im¬ 
porters.  It  will  assure  that  importers  will 
not  be  subject  to  demurrage  payments 
occasioned  by  operational  difficulties  at 
airports. 

We  will  also  limit  our  approval  to  a 
6-month  period  through  March  31, 1970. 
The  limited  6-month  approval  will  allow 
all  interested  persons  and  parties  an 
opportunity  to  evaluate  their  experience 
under  the  amended  and  conditioned 
provisions,  and  to  submit  such  data  to 
the  Board  as  may  be  indicated  in  opposi¬ 
tion  to  or  in  support  of  approval  beyond 
March  31,  1970.  Dependent  upon  an 
evaluation  of  the  data  presented,  a  meet¬ 
ing,  if  indicated,  can  be  arranged  be¬ 
tween  interested  shippers  and  importers 
and  the  carriers. 

Except  to  the  extent  granted,  we  will 
otherwise  deny  the  petition  of  AIA.  In 
connection  with  its  request  that  the 
Board  withhold  final  action  on  all  resolu¬ 
tions  incorporated  into  Order  69-7-76, 
we  would  point  out  that,  in  addition  to 
being  reported  in  the  trade  press  and 
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available  to  interested  persons  through 
tItA  subscription  services,  the  subject 
Athens  agreement  has  been  available 
rinM  late  May  for  public  review  at  the 
Board’s  offices.  Moreover,  since  the  vast 
^iority  of  these  resolutions  have  previ- 
^y  been  in  effect  and  are  simply  being 
revaUdated  as  earlier  approved  by  the 
an  extended  period  for  the  pur- 
nose  of  analyzing  the  effect  of  these  reso- 
lu^ns  at  this  point  in  time  should  not 
be  necessary. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

1  Agreement  C.A.B.  21046,  R— 1 
through  Rr-3,  R-11  through  R-13,  R-25, 
R-28,  R-30,  R^33,  and  R^36  be  and 
hereby  is  £«>proved  ; 

2  Those  portions  of  Agreement  C.A.B. 
21046,  Rr-4,  R-7,  R-9,  and  R^IO  described 
in  Older  69-7-76  be  and  hereby  are 
aimroved; 

3.  Agreement  C.A.B.  21046,  R-31  (Res¬ 
olution  512b— “Air  Cargo  Rates,  Airport 
to  Airport”)  be  and  hereby  is  approved, 
provided  that  with  respect  to  paragraph 
2(j),  as  amended  and  revalidated,  inso¬ 
far  as  it  applies  in  air  transportation  as 
defined  by  the  Act: 

(a)  Aw>roval  shall  be  limited  to 
March  31, 1970:  and 

(b)  Awroval  shall  require  that  the 
period  for  free  storage  of  shipments  ar¬ 
riving  at  airports  in  the  United  States 
and  its  territorial  possessions  shall  not 
conunence  until  08:00  hours  of  the  day 
following  notification,  to  the  consignee  or 
his  agent,  that  the  consignment  has 
arrived  and  is  available  for  the  purpose 
of  clearing  Customs;  and 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  herein  granted, 
the  petition  of  the  American  Importers 
AsKXdation,  Inc.,  is  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Pedbbal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(Fit.  Doc.  69-11333;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Dockets  Nos.  20291,  20781;  Order 
69-9-931 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION  . 

Agreements  Adopted  Relating  to  Fare 
Matters 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Sep¬ 
tember  16, 1969. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  part  261  of  the  Board's  Economic 
Regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  the  Traffic 
Conferences  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (LATA),  and 
adopted  by  mail  votes.  The  agreements 
have  been  assigned  the  above-designated 
CAB.  agreement  numbers. 

The  agreements  would  amend  the  res¬ 
olution  governing  incentive  group  travel 
so  as  to  adapt,  by  deletion  of  solicitation 
conditions  and  the  requirement  that  each 


traveler  in  the  group  be  a  member  of  the 
sponsoring  organization  for  at  least  6 
months  prior  to  commencement  of  travel, 
the  group  fare  application  form  con¬ 
tained  therein  for  use  in  purely  incentive 
group  situations.  Additionally,  the  agree¬ 
ments  would  amend  the  resolution  gov¬ 
erning  the  rounding-off  of  passenger 
fares  by  (1)  providing  for  a  change  of 
Irish  currency  to  the  decimal  system  in 
February  of  1971,  and  (2)  raising  the 
Yugoslavian  dinar  unit  used  in  the 
rounding  off  of  excess-baggage  charges. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  regulations, 
14  C7FR  385.14,  it  is  not  found,  on  a 
tentative  basis,  that  the  following  resolu¬ 
tions,  which  are  incorporated  in  the 
agreement  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the 
public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act: 
Agreement  C.A.B.  I  AT  A  Resolution 

21276 _  100(mall  807)023a 

200(inall  931)023a 
300(mall  308)023a 
JT12(mall  713)  023a 
JT23(mall  226)  023a 
JT31(mall  167)  023a 
JT123(mall  619)  023a 

21291 _ _  100(mall  806)  023a 

200  (mail  929)  023a 
300(mall  307)  023a 
JT12(mail  711)  023a 
JT23(mail  225) 023a 
JT31(mail  166)  023a 
JT123(mall  618)  023a 

21293 -  JT12(mall  705)076p 

JT123(mall  613)076p 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That; 

Action  on  Agreements  C.A.B.  21276, 
21291,  and  21293  be  and  hereby  is  de¬ 
ferred  with  a  view  toward  eventual 
approval. 

Persons  entitled  to  petition  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  Regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may, 
within  10  days  after  the  date  of  service 
of  this  order,  file  such  petitions  in  sup¬ 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  our  proposed 
action  herein. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Mabel  MoCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11334;  Filed  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:47  a.m  ] 

[Dockets  Nos.  18660,  20291;  Order  69-9-97] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 


No  petitions  have  been  received  with¬ 
in  the  filing  period,  and  the  tentative 
conclusions  in  Order  69-9-27  will  herein 
be  made  final. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

Agreement  C.A.B.  21237  be  and  hereby 
is  approved. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11335;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:47  ajn.] 


[Docket  20781;  Order  69-9-98] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreement  Adopted  Relating  to 
Transatlantic  Fare  Matters 

Issued  under  delegated  authority,  Sep¬ 
tember  17, 1969. 

By  Order  69-8-160,  dated  August  29, 
1969,  action  was  deferred,  with  a  view 
toward  eventual  approval,  on  a  certain 
resolution  adopted  by  the  International 
Air  Transport  Association  (LATA).  In 
deferring  action  on  the  agreement, 
which  would  amend  an  existing  resolu¬ 
tion  governing  North  Atlantic  bulk 
affinity  and  incentive  group  fares  to/ 
from  Spsdn  and  Portugal  by  incorporat¬ 
ing  into  this  resolution  by  reference  the 
use  of  application  forms  related  to  such 
travel  in  other  North  Atlantic  markets, 
10  days  were  granted  in  which  inter¬ 
ested  persons  might  file  petitions  in  sup¬ 
port  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  propos^ 
action. 

No  petitions  have  been  received  with¬ 
in  the  filing  period,  and  the  tentative 
conclusions  in  Order  69-8-160  will  here¬ 
in  be  made  final. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

Agreement  C.A.B.  21261  be  and  here¬ 
by  is  approved. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

[seal]  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11336;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:47  am.] 


Agreement  Adopted  Relating  to  Rates 
of  Exchange 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1969.  By  Order  69-9-27,  dat^ 
September  4,  1969,  action  was  deferred, 
with  a  view  toward  eventual  approval,  on 
certain  resolutions  adopted  by  the  Inter¬ 
national  Air  Transport  Association 
(lATA) ,  relating  to  an  amendment  to  an 
existing  resolution  governing  rates  of 
exchange  so  as  to  reflect  the  recently 
modified  rate  of  exchange  for  Hungarian 
forint.  In  deferring  action  on  the  sigree- 
ment,  10  days  were  granted  in  which  in¬ 
terested  persons  might  file  petitions  in 
support  of  or  in  opposition  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  action. 


[Docket  20291;  Order  69-9-99] 

INTERNATIONAL  AIR  TRANSPORT 
ASSOCIATION 

Agreements  Adopted  Relating  to  Fare 
Matters 

Issued  under  delegated  authority  Sep¬ 
tember  17,  1969. 

Agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Board,  pursuant  to  section  412(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (the  Act) 
and  part  261  of  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations,  between  various  air  carriers, 
foreign  air  carriers,  and  other  carriers, 
embodied  in  the  resolutions  of  Traffic 
Conference  1  of  the  International  Air 
Transport  Association  (LATA),  and 
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adopted  by  mall  votes.  The  agreements 
have  been  assigned  the  above-designated 
CA.B.  agreement  nmnbers. 

The  agreements  amend  an  existing 
resolution  governing  the  sale  of  air  trans- 
portati<m/inclusive  tours  under  install¬ 
ment  plans  in  local  currency  in  Uruguay 
so  as  to  conform  with  local  laws  of  that 
country,  and  adopt  a  new  resolution 
governing  similar  matters  in  Brazil. 

Pursuant  to  authority  duly  delegated 
by  the  Board  in  the  Board’s  Regulaticois, 
14  CFR  385.14,  it  is  not  found,  on  a 
tentative  ba^,  that  the  following  reso¬ 
lutions,  which  are  incorporated  in  the 
agreement  indicated,  are  adverse  to  the 
public  interest  or  in  violation  of  the  Act: 

Agreement  C.A.B.  I  AT  A  resolution 

21278 _  100(inaU  808)281f 

21289 _  100(inail  809) 281b 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That: 

Action  on  Agreements  CA.B.  21278 
and  21289  be  and  hereby  is  deferred  with 
a  view  toward  eventual  approval. 

Persons  entitled  to  petiticxi  the  Board 
for  review  of  this  order,  pursuant  to  the 
Board’s  regulations,  14  CFR  385.50,  may, 
within  7  days  after  the  date  of  serv¬ 
ice  of  this  order,  file,  such  petitlcms  in 
support  of  or  in  omiositicm  to  our  pro¬ 
pose  action  herein. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(seal!  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doe.  89-11387;  PUed,  Sept.  22,  1989; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  18381] 

NONPRIORITY  MAIL  RATES  CASE 
Notice  of  Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federil  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended,  that  oral  argu¬ 
ment  in  the  above-entitled  matter  is 
assigned  to  be  held  on  October  8,  1969, 
at  10  a.m.  (e.d.s.t.)  in  Room  1027,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  September 
18,  1969. 

[seal]  Thomas  L.  Wren, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-11338;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:47  ajn.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Dockets  Nos.  18664-18666;  PCC  69-980] 

VOICE  OF  DIXIE,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 
Issues 

In  re  i^plicati<»is  of  Voice  of  Dixie, 
Inc.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  requests:  99.5 
mcs..  No.  258;  100  kw.;  852  feet,  docket 
No.  18664,  file  No.  BPH-6449;  Basic  Com¬ 


munications,  Inc.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  re¬ 
quests:  99.5  mcs..  No.  258;  26  kw.(H) ;  26 
kw.(V) ;  875  feet,  docket  No,  18665,  file 
No.  BPH-6476;  Ptet  Security  and  Ex¬ 
change  Co.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  requests: 
99.5  mcs..  No.  258;  100  kw.;  857  feet, 
docket  No.  18666,  file  No.  BPH-6610;  for 
construction  permits. 

1.  ’The  Commission  has  imder  consid¬ 
eration  the  above  captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications  whidh  are  mutually 
exclusive  in  that  operation  by  applicants 
as  proposed  would  result  in  mutually  de¬ 
structive  interference, 

2.  According  to  its  application.  Voice 
of  Dixie  would  require  awiroximately 
$78,200  to  construct  and  operate  for  1 
year  without  reliance  on  revenues.  This 
need  (which  includes  interest  qn  a  bank 
loan)  is  to  be  met  by  cash  on  hand  of 
$25,000  and  by  a  bank  loan  for  $85,000. 
Although  the  bank  appears  willing  to 
make  the  loan,  no  credit  can  be  given 
since  its  letter  fails  to  specify  the  terms 
of  repayment.  Accordingly,  an  issue  will 
be  specified  to  determine  the  availability 
of  the  ad^tional  $53,200  which  is 
required. 

3.  According  to  its  application,_Basic 
Communications  would  require  $55,104 
to  construct  and  operate  for  1  year  with¬ 
out  reliance  on  revenues.  Although  the 
existing  capital  and  profits  on  which  it 
relies  total  more  than  this  amount,  its 
current  liabilities  far  exceed  its  current 
assets.  As  a  result,  an  issue  will  be  speci¬ 
fied  to  determine  whether  these  funds  are 
available  for  construction  and  operation 
of  this  proposal. 

4.  According  to  its  application.  First 
Security  and  Exchange  would  require 
$77,800  to  construct  and  operate  for  1 
year  without  reliance  on  revenues.  To 
meet  this  requir^ent  it  relies  on 
municipal  bonds  totaling  $20,000  and  a 
bank  loan  for  $50,000.  Accordingly,  an 
issue  will  be  specified  to  determine  the 
availability  of  the  additional  $7,800  which 
is  required. 

5.  In  Suburban  Broadcasters,  30  F.C.C. 
1020,  20  R.R.  951  (1962) ;  our  Public  No¬ 
tice  of  August  22,  1968  (F.C.C.  68-847, 
13  R.R.  2d  1903) ;  and  City  of  Camden 
(WCAM),  18  F.C.C,  2d  412  (1969),  we 
indicated  that  applicants  were  expected 
to  provide  full  information  on  their 
awareness  of  and  responsiveness  to  local 
community  needs  and  interests.  None  of 
the  three  applicants  herein  has  provided 
the  requisite  information.  None  of  the 
applicants  has  shown  that  it  has  con¬ 
tacted  a  representative  cross-section  of 
the  commimity  and  none  has  provided 
adequate  comments  regarding  commu¬ 
nity  needs.  Moreover,  as  a  result,  it  is  not 
clear  whether  the  programs  proposed  are 
responsive  to  community  needs.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Suburban  issues  are  required 
against  all  three  applicants. 

6.  Basic  Communications  proposes  50 
percent  duplicated  programing  and  Voice 
of  Dixie  proposes  from  9  to  26.3  percent 
duplicated  programing,  while  First  Se¬ 
curity  and  Exchange  proposes  independ¬ 
ent  programing.  Therefore,  evidence 
regarding  program  duplication  will  be 
admissible  under  the  comparative  issue. 
When  duplicated  programing  is  pro¬ 
posed,  the  showing  permitted  imder  the 


comparative  issue  will  be  limited  to  evi> 
dence  concerning  the  benefits  to  be 
derived  from  the  prc^iosed  duplication 
and  a  full  comparison  of  the  appUcanti’ 
program  proposals  will  not  be  permitted 
in  the  absence  of  a  specific  programiiu 
inquiry — Jones  T.  Sudbury  8  F.cTc  2d 
360,  F.C.C.  67-614  (1967) . 

7.  Data  submitted  by  the  applicanti 
indicate  that  there  would  be  a  significant 
difference  in  the  size  of  the  areas  and 
populations  which  would  receive  service 
from  the  Basic  Communications  proposal 
as  compared  to  the  other  two  proposals. 
Consequently,  for  the  purposes  of  com¬ 
parison,  the  areas  and  populations 
within  the  1  mv/m  contours  together 
with  the  availability  of  other  primary 
aural  services  in  such  areas  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  under  the  comparative  issue,  for 
the  purpose  of  determining  whether  a 
comparative  preference  should  accrue  to 
any  of  the  applicants. 

8.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  Issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  quali¬ 
fied  to  construct  and  operate  as  proposed. 
However,  because  the  proposals  are  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive,  they  must  be  designated 
for  hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding 
on  the  issues  specified  below. 

9.  It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  ol 
1934,  as  amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

(1)  To  determine  whether  Voice  of 
Dixie  has  available  to  it  the  additional 
$53,200  required  for  construction  and 
first-year  operation  without  reliance  on 
revenues  to  thus  demonstrate  its  finan¬ 
cial  qualifications. 

(2)  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  excess 
of  current  liabilities  over  current  assets, 
whether  Basic  Communications  will  be 
able  to  utilize  existing  capital  and  profits 
from  existing  operations  to  construct  and 
operate  the  proposed  station  for  1  year 
without  reliance  on  revenues  to  thus 
demonstrate  its  financial  qualifications. 

(3)  To  determine  whether  First  Se¬ 
curity  and  Exchange  has  available  to  It 
the  additional  $7,800  required  for  con¬ 
struction  and  first-year  operation  with¬ 
out  reliance  on  revenues  to  thus  demoi- 
strate  its  financial  qualifications. 

(4)  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Voice  of  Dixie  to  ascertain  the  commu¬ 
nity  needs  and  Interests  of  the  area  to 
be  served  and  the  means  by  which  the 
applicant  proposes  to  meet  those  needs 
and  interests. 

(5)  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Basic  Communications  to  ascertain  tbe 
community  needs  and  interests  of  the 
area  to  be  served  and  the  means  by  whidi 
the  applicant  proposes  to  meet  tbo« 
needs  and  interests. 

(6)  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
First  Security  and  Exchange  to  ascer¬ 
tain  the  community  needs  and  interests 
of  the  area  to  be  served  and  the  means  by 
which  the  applicant  proposes  to  meet 
those  needs  and  interests. 

(7)  To  determine  which  of  the  imto- 
posals  would,  on  a  comparative  b^ 
best  serve  the  public  interest. 
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(8)  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore- 
eoing  issues,  which,  if  any,  of  the  appli- 
wtions  for  construction  permit  should 
be  granted. 

10  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
“Petition  for  Reconsideration  by  Voice 
of  Dtrie,  Inc.”  is  dismissed  as  moot. 

11  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 

themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants,  pursuant  to  §  1.221 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person 
or  by  attorney  shall,  within  20  days  of 
the  oi  i^his  order,  file  with  the 

Commission  in  triplicate,  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  stating  an  intention  to  appear 

the  date  fixed  rbr  the  hearing  and 
present  evidence  on  the  issues  specified 
in  this  order. 

12.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap- 
plicMts  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  nfies,  jointly 
within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise 
the  Commission  of  the  publication  of 
such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of 
the  rules. 

Adopted:  September  10,  1969. 

Released:  September  17,  1969. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,* 

[SEAL]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

(PJR.  Doc.  69-11328;  Filed,  Sept.  22.  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[Dockets  Nos.  18667, 18668;  POC  69-981  j 

WSOQ,  INC.,  AND  EASTERN 
ASSOCIATES 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 

Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 

Issues 

In  re  applications  of  WSOQ,  Inc., 
North  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  requests:  100.9 
mcs..  No.  265;  3  kw.(H)  ;  3  kw.(V);  140 
feet,  docket  No.  18667,  file  No.  BPH- 
6539;  Steven  L.  Berlin,  David  M.  Krause, 
and  Bruce  F.  Elving  doing  business  as 
Eastern  Associates,  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  re¬ 
quests:  100.9  mcs..  No.  265;  1.15  kw.;  73 
feet,  docket  No.  18668,  file  No.  BPH- 
6638;  for  construction  permits. 

1.  The  Commission  has  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications  which  are  mutually 
exclusive  in  that  operation  by  the  ap¬ 
plicants  as  proposed  would  result  in 
mutually  destructive  interference. 

2.  According  to  its  application.  Eastern 
Associates  would  require  $34,799  to  corir 
struct  and  operate  for  1  year  without 
revenues.  To  meet  this  requirement  ap¬ 
plicant  relies  on  existing  capital  and  a 
bank  loan,  but  the  former  has  not  been 
documented  and  the  bank’s  letter  regard¬ 
ing  the  latter  fails  to  specify  the  terms 


‘Commissioner  Robert  E.  Lee  concurring 
in  the  result. 
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of  repayment.  Under  these  circumstances 
a  financial  issue  will  be  ^ecified. 

3.  In  Suburban  Broadcasters,  30  F.C.C. 
1020,  20  R.R,  951  (1961),  our  Public 
Notice  of  August  22,  1968,  F.C.C.  68- 
847,  13  R.R.  2d  1903,  and  city  of  Cam¬ 
den  (WCAM),  18  F.C.C.  2d  412  (1969)  we 
indicated  that  applicants  were  expected 
to  provide  full  information  on  their 
awareness  of  and  responsiveness  to  lo¬ 
cal  community  needs  and  interests.  Nei¬ 
ther  applicant  appears  to  have  made  an 
adequate  survey  and  neither  has  ade¬ 
quately  listed  the  suggestions  received, 
or  the  programing  proposed  to  meet 
these  needs  as  evaluated.  Thus,  we  are 
unable  at  this  time  to  determine  whether 
either  of  the  applicants  is  aware  of  and 
responsive  to  the  needs  of  the  area.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  Suburban  issues  are  required. 

4.  Since  no  determination  has  yet 
been  reached  on  whether  the  antenna 
proposed  by  Eastern  Associates  would, 
constitute  a  menace  to  air  navigation, 
an  issue  regarding  this  matter  is 
required. 

5.  WSOQ,  Inc.,  has  requested  waiver 
of  §  73.210(a)  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  to  permit  the  main  studio  to  be 
located  outside  the  city  limits  of  North 
Syracuse,  N.Y.,  at  a  point  other  than  the 
transmitter  site.  The  proposed  main 
studio  location  is  just  outside  North 
Syracuse  and  is  already  being  used  as 
the  main  studio  location  for  companion 
station  WSOQ-AM.  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  we  believe  that  adequate  justi¬ 
fication  has  been  provided  for  waiver  if 
the  WSOQ,  Inc.,  application  is  granted. 

6.  The  respective  proposals,  although 
for  different  communities,  would  serve 
substantial  areas  in  common.  Con¬ 
sequently,  in  addition  to  determining, 
pursuant  to  section  307(b)  of  the  Com- 
mimications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
which  of  the  proposals  would  better  pro¬ 
vide  a  fair,  efficient  and  equitable  dis¬ 
tribution  of  radio  service,  a  contingent 
comparative  issue  also  will  be  specified. 

7.  WSOQ,  Inc.,  proposes  approximately 
67-percent  duplicated  programing  while 
Eastern  Associates  proposes  independ¬ 
ent  programing.  Therefore,  evidence  re¬ 
garding  program  duplication  will  be 
admissible  under  the  contingent  com¬ 
parative  issue.  When  duplicated  pro¬ 
graming  is  proposed,  the  showing 
permitted  under  the  contingent  com¬ 
parative  issue  will  be  limited  to  evidence 
concerning  the  benefits  to  be  derived 
from  the  proposed  duplication,  and  a  full 
comparison  of  the  applicants’  program 
proposals  will  not  be  permitted  in  the 
absence  of  a  specific  programing  in¬ 
quiry — Jones  T.  Sudbury,  8  F.C.C.  2d  360, 
F.C.C.  67-614  (1967). 

8.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicants  are  qual¬ 
ified  to  construct  and  operate  as  pro¬ 
posed.  However,  because  the  proposals 
are  mutually  exclusive,  they  must  be  des¬ 
ignated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding  on  the  issues  specified  below. 

9.  It  is  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  be 
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specified  in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon 
the  following  issues: 

( 1 )  To  determine  whether  Eastern  As¬ 
sociates  has  available  to  it  the  required 
$34,799  to  construct  and  operate  for  1 
year  without  reliance  on  revenues  to  thus 
demonstrate  its  financial  qualifications. 

(2)  To  determine  whether  there  is  a 
reasonable  possibility  that  the  tower 
height  and  location  proposed  by  Eastern 
Associates  would  constitute  a  menace  to 
air  navigation. 

(3)  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
WSOQ,  Inc.,  to  ascertain  the  community 
needs  and  interests  of  the  area  to  be 
served  and  the  means  by  which  the  ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  meet  those  needs  and 
interests. 

(4)  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by 
Eastern  Associates  to  ascertain  the  com¬ 
munity  needs  and  interests  of  the  area 
to  be  served  and  the  means  by  which  the 
applicant  proposes  to  meet  those  needs 
and  interests. 

(5)  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  FM  service 
of  1  mv./m.  or  greater  intensity  from  the 
respective  proposals  and  the  availability 
of  other  primary  aural  services  in  such 
areas. 

(6)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  sec¬ 
tion  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  would  better  provide  a  fair,  effi¬ 
cient  and  equitable  distribution  of  ra¬ 
dio  service. 

(7)  To  determine,  in  the  event  it  is 
concluded  that  a  choice  between  applica¬ 
tions  should  not  be  based  solely  on  con¬ 
siderations  relating  to  section  307(b), 
which  of  the  proposals  would,  on  a  com¬ 
parative  basis,  better  serve  the  public 
interest. 

(8)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  which,  if  either,  of  the 
applications  should  be  granted. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  is  made  a 
party  to  the  proceeding. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  if  the 
WSOQ,  Inc.,  application  is  granted,  the 
permit  shall  contain  the  following 
condition : 

Section  73.210(a)(2)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  is  waived  to  permit  the  es¬ 
tablishment  of  the  main  studio  outside 
the  city  limits  of  north  Syracuse,  N.Y., 
0.2  mile  north  of  Bear  Road  on  route  11. 

12.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.221(c)  of  the 
Commission’s  ruies,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney  shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
order. 

13.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  ap¬ 
plicants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  either  individually  or,  if  feasible 
and  consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly, 
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within  the  time  and  in  the  manner  pre¬ 
scribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise 
the  Ck>mmission  of  the  publication  of 
such  notice  as  requhred  by  {  1.594(g)  of 
the  rules. 

Adopted;  September  10, 1969. 
Released:  September  17, 1969. 

Federal  CoaonmiCATiONS 
ComnssioN,^ 

[  seal)  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  69-11329;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:46  sjn.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  68-8] 

DISPOSITION  OF  CONTAINER  MARINE 
UNES 

Denial  of  Petitions  for  Declaratory 
Order  and  Modification  of  Order 
Reopening  Proceeding 

By  Petition  received  August  8,  1969, 
American  Export  Isbrandtsen  Lines,  Inc. 
(AEIL)  seeks  a  declaratory  order  to  the 
effect  that  the  (Commission’s  order  of 
June  18,  1969  approving  amendments  to 
the  conference  agreement  and  dual  rate 
contracts  of  the  North  Atlantic  West¬ 
bound  Freight  Association  (NAWFA) 
allowing  the  conference  to  establish  a 
through  intermodal  transportation  serv¬ 
ice  from  points  in  the  United  Kingdom 
to  UB.  ports  does  not  prevent  AEIL, 
a  conference  member,  from  offering  its 
own  through  intermodal  tran^xirtation 
service  until  such  time  as  the  conference 
in  fact  offers  “an  equivalent  or  parallel 
conference  through  service.” 

NAWFA  has  replied  to  the  petition, 
maintaining  that  as  long  as  AEIL  is  a 
conference  member  it  can  offer  only  those 
services  provided  for  in  the  conference 
tariff,  and  Sea-Land,  another  NAWFA 
monter,  has  filed  what  amounts  to  an¬ 
other  petition  for  a  declaratory  order  to 
the  effect  that  the  Ctmimission  did  not, 
in  failing  to  reject  the  tariff  filed  by 
Ckmtainer  Marine  Lines,  a  division  of 
AEIL,  in  the  earlier  stages  of  this 
proceeding,  determine  to  be  lawful  what 
it  contends  to  be  an  unlawful  system  of 
“port  equalization.” 

Insofar  as  Sea-Land’s  petition  is  con¬ 
cerned,  the  matter  of  the  legality  of 
CML’s  tariff  is  encompassed  by  the  first 
ordering  paragraph  of  the  Commission’s 
order  of  August  22,  1968,  reopening  this 
proceeding,  and  the  resolution  of  any 
questions  involving  the  propriety  of  such 
tariff  must,  as  was  indicate  by  our  re¬ 
port  in  this  proceeding,  turn  upon  a 
showing  as  to  “unlawful  preferential  or 
discriminatory  effect.”  Such  questions 
“are,  of  necessity,  questions  of  fact” 
which  can  only  be  answered  after  the 
establishment  of  a  record.  Eiisposition  of 
Ck)ntainer  Marine  lines,  11  F.M.C.  476, 
484  (1968). 


'  Commissioner  Robert  E.  Lee  conciurlng 
In  the  result. 


likewise,  the  questions  raised  by  AEIL 
are  inherently  factual,  and  cannot  be 
resolved  in  the  absence  of  a  factual 
record.  AEIL’s  petition  indicates  that 
what  it  is  really  maintaining  is  that  the 
NAWFA  agreement  is  unlawful  because 
the  Conference -has  no  intention  of  im¬ 
plementing  it  to  establish  through  inter¬ 
modal  conference  transportation.  If  this 
is  true,  the  agreonent  may  well  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  cancellation  or  disapproval.  (See, 
e.g..  Agreement  8765 — Order  to  Show 
Cause,  9  F.M.C.  333  (1966) .) 

Finally,  both  AEIL  and  NAWFA  indi¬ 
cate  that  an  amendment  to  the  confer¬ 
ence  agreement  providing  for  transship¬ 
ment  authorization  has  been  sulMnitted 
for  approval.  It  appears  appix^riate  that 
the  matter  of  approval  of  such  amend¬ 
ment  be  included  in  this  proceeding, 
since  it  may  be  used  to  implement  the 
through  service  presently  authorized  by 
the  conference  agreement. 

The  parties  are  reminded  that  the 
order  reopening  this  proceeding  directed 
that  it  be  expedited. 

Therefore,  it  is  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tions  for  declaratory  orders  be  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  order 
reopening  this  proceeding  served  August 
22,  1968,  be  modified  by  the  insertion 
in  the  first  ordering  paragraph  after  the 
subparagraph  numbered  3  a  provision 
reading  as  follows: 

(4)  Whether  the  amendment  to  the 
North  Atlantic  Westboimd  Freight  Asso¬ 
ciation  filed  August  27,  1969,  and  as¬ 
signed  agreement  No.  5850-10  should  be 
approved,  disain>roved,  or  modified  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  order 
rec^ning  this  proceeding  shall  in  all 
other  respects  remain  the  same. 

By  the  Commission. 

I  seal]  Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

[P.B.  Doc.  69-11343;  FUed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:48  am.] 


MOLTZAU  LINE 

Financial  Responsibility  To  Meet  Lia¬ 
bility  Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury  to 
Passengers  or  Other  Persons  on 
Voyages;  Notice  of  Application  for 
Certificate  [Casualty] 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  persons  have  applied  to  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  for  a  Certificate 
of  Financial  Responsibility  to  Meet  Lia¬ 
bility  Incurred  for  Death  or  Injury  to 
Passengers  or  Other  Persons  on  Voyages 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section  2, 
PubUc  Law  89-777  (80  Stat.  1356,  1357) 
and  Federal  Maritime  Commission  Gen¬ 
eral  Order  20,  as  amendel  (46  CFR 
540) : 

Moltzau  Line  A/S,  Faergegaarden,  4874  Ged- 
ser,  Falater,  Denmark. 

Dated;  September  18,  1969, 

Thomas  List, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  69-11344;  FUed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 


MOORE-McCORMACK  LINES,  INC 
AND  UNICORN  SHIPPING  UNES 
(PTY)  LTD. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UB.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  cc^y  of  the  agreement(s)  at 
the  Washin^n  office  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  CcxnmissiMi,  1405  I  Street, 
NW.,  Room  1202;  or  may  inspect  agree¬ 
ments  at  the  office  of  the  District  Man¬ 
agers,  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La., 
and  San  Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with 
reference  to  an  agreement  including  a 
request  for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be 
submitted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Maritime  Commi^on.  Washington,  D.C. 
20573,  within  20  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A 
copy  of  any  such  statement  should  al^ 
be  forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the 
agreement  (as  indicated  hereinafter) 
and  the  comments  should  indicate  t^at 
this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  by; 

Mr.  M.  J.  Kelly,  vice  president,  Moore-McOor- 
mack  Lines,  Inc.,  2  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10004. 

Agreement  No.  9820,  between  Moore- 
McCormack  Lines,  Incorporated  and 
Unicom  Shipping  Lines  (Pty)  Limited 
establishes  a  through  billing  arrange¬ 
ment  for  the  movement  of  general  cargo 
between  U.S.  Atlantic  ports  and  ports  in 
the  Seychelle  Islands/Comores  Islands 
range  with  transshipment  at  a  South 
African  port  in  the  Cape  Town/Belra 
range  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  agreement 

Dated;  September  17,  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
CcMXunission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11346;  FUed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
8:48  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

CENTRAL  COLORADO  BANCORP,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Approval  of 
Acquisition  of  Shares  of  Banks 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  application 
has  been  made  to  the  Board  of  Gover¬ 
nors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  of  1956  (12  U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)),  by  Central  Colorado  Ban¬ 
corp,  Inc.,  Colorado  Springs,  Colo.,  for 
prior  approval  of  the  Board  of  action 
whereby  Applicant  would  become  a  bank 
holding  company  through  the  acqulsl- 
tl<m  of  67  percent  or  more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  each  of  the  following  banks; 
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The  Academy  Boulevard  Bank.  Colorado 
tarings,  Colo.,  and  The  Central  CtAorado 
ftuit  Cctorado  Springs,  Colo.  Applicant 
owns  71  percent  of  the  voting 
ot  The  Rocky  Ford  Nati<mal  Bank, 
Rocky  Ford,  Colo. 

Section  3(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Board  shall  not  approve: 

(1)  Any  acquisition  or  merger  or  cMi- 
joiidation  under  section  3  which  would 
lesult  in  a  monopoly,  or  which  would  be 
in  furtherance  of  any  comblnaticm  or 
i^^ra/rv  to  monopolize  or  to  attempt 
to  moDOpoUze  the  business  of  banking  lu 
uty  part  of  the  United  States,  or 

(2)  Any  other  pn^xxsed  acquisition  or 
merger  or  consolidation  \mder  section  3 
yfaose  effect  in  any  section  of  the  coim- 
try  may  be  substantially  to  lessen  c(Hn> 
petition,  or  to  tend  to  create  a  monopoly, 
or  which  In  any  other  manner  would  be 
In  restraint  of  trade,  unless  the  Board 
finds  that  the  anticompetitive  effects  of 
tim  proix)sed  transaction  are  clearly  out- 
lej^ed  in  the  public  interest  by  the 
probable  effect  of  the  transaction  in 
meyt-ing  the  convenience  and  needs  of 
the  community  to  be  served. 

Section  3(c)  further  provides  that,  in 
every  case,  the  Board  shall  take  into 
consideration  the  financial  and  man¬ 
agerial  resources  and  future  prospects  of 
the  omnpany  or  companies  and  the  banks 
eoDoemed,  and  the  ccmvenience  and 
needs  of  the  cOTomunlty  to  be  served. 

Not  later  than  thirty  (30)  days  after 
the  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed- 
lUL  Register,  comments  and  views  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  acquisition  may  be 
filed  with  the  Board.  Commimlcations 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Secretary, 
BMud  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  Washington,  D.C.  20551. 
The  application  may  be  inspected  at  the 
office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Kansas  (Tlty. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C ,  this  15th 
day  of  Sept^ber  1969. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Gov  emors. 

[seal]  Robert  P.  Forres  tal. 
Assistant  Seer  iry. 

(FA.  Doe.  69-11310;  Filed.  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:46  a.m.] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANCE 
COMMISSION 

COMMERCIAL  FINANCE  CORPORA¬ 
TION  OF  NEW  JERSEY 

Order  Suspending  Trading 

September  17, 1969. 

It  iqipearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
diange  Commission  that  the  summary 
SQ9>ension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  and  all  other  securities  of  Commer¬ 
cial  Finance  Corporation  of  New  Jersey 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  Investors: 

It  is  ordered.  Pursuant  to  section 
15(c)  (5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 


of  1934,  that  trading  in  such  securities 
otherwise  than  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  be  summarily  suspended,  this 
order  to  be  effective  tot  the  period  Sep¬ 
tember  18,  1969,  through  September  27, 
1969,  both  dates  inclusive. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  69-11317;  Filed,  Sept.  22.  1969; 
8:46  a.m.1 


[812-25961 

PIONEER  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Exempting  Proposed  Trans¬ 
action 

September  17,  1969. 
Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Piemeer 
Fund,  Inc.  (“Applicant”),  28  State 
Street  Boston,  Mass.  02109,  a  Massachu¬ 
setts  corporation  registered  under  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  as  a  management  open-end  di¬ 
versified  Investment  company,  has  filed 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  6(c) 
and  17(b)  of  the  Act  for  an  order  ex¬ 
empting  from  the  provisions  of  sections 
22(d)  and  17(a)  of  the  Act,  respectively, 
a  transaction  in  which  Applicant’s  re¬ 
deemable  securities  woud  be  Issued  at  a 
price  other  than  the  current  public  offer¬ 
ing  price  in  exchange  for  securities  and 
cash  constituting  substantially  all  of  the 
assets  of  George  R.  Cooley  &  Co.,  Inc. 
(“Co(dey”).  All  interested  persOTs  are 
referred  to  the  aplication  on  file  with  the 
Commission  for  a  statement  of  ./^pli- 
cant’s  representations,  which  are  sum¬ 
marized  below. 

Cooley,  a  New  York  corporation,  is  a 
personal  holding  company,  all  of  whose 
outstanding  stock  is  owned  by  not  more 
than  48  persons,  and  Is  exempt  from 
registration  under  the  Act  by  reason  of 
the  provisions  of  section  3(c)(1)  there¬ 
of.  Pursuant  to  an  agreement  between 
Applicant  and  Coedey,  substantially  all 
the  cash  and  securities  owned  by  Cooley, 
with  a  market  value  of  approximately 
$4,887,788  on  April  30, 1969,  will  be  trans¬ 
ferred  to  Applicant  in  exchange  for 
shares  of  Applicant’s  stock.  The  number 
of  shares  of  Applicant  to  be  issued  to 
Cooley  is  to  be  determined  by  dividing 
the  aggregate  market  value  (subject  to 
certain  adjustments  set  forth  in  the 
agreement)  of  the  assets  of  Cooley  to  be 
transferred  to  Applicant  by  the  net  asset 
value  per  share  of  Applicant,  both  to 
be  determined  as  of  the  close  of  the  New 
York  Stock  Exchange  on  October  24, 
1969,  or  such  earlier  or  later  day  as  may 
be  mutually  agreed  upon  in  writing. 
When  received  by  Cooley,  the  shares  of 
•Applicant  are  to  be  distributed  to  Cooley’s 
shareholders  and  Cooley  will  be  dis¬ 
solved. 

George  R.  Co<^ey  is  a  director  and  the 
holder  of  ^proximately  9,000  shares  of 
Applicant’s  stock.  He  and  bds  wife  also 
own  89.3  percent  of  Cooley’s  outstanding 
preferred  stock  and  49.3  percent  of 
Cooley’s  outstanding  common  stock.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  imder  section  2(a)  (3)  of  the 


Act,  George  R.  Cooley  is  an  affiliate  of 
.^IH^cant,  and  Cooley  is  an  affiliate  of 
George  R.  Co(dey. 

Secti(m  17(a)  of  tiie  Act,  as  here  per¬ 
tinent,  makes  it  unlawful  for  any  ab¬ 
ated  person  of  a  registered  investment 
company,  or  any  affiliated  persem  of  such 
a  person,  to  sell  to  such  registered  com- 
pyany  any  security  or  other  property, 
unless  the  Ccxnmlssicm  upcm  tqi^ication 
gnrants  an  exemption  frmn  such  pre^- 
bitions  pursuant  to  sectiem  17  (b)  of  the 
Act  after  finding  that  the  terms  of  the 
proposed  transaction  are  reasMiable  and 
fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching  on 
the  part  of  any  pers<m  c(Xicemed  and 
that  the  pr<HK»sed  transactiem  is  con¬ 
sistent  wi^  the  policy  of  the  registered 
investment  ccanpany  and  with  the  gen¬ 
eral  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Section  22(d)  of  the  Act,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions  not  here  relevant,  pro¬ 
vides  ths^  registered  investment  com- 
p^es  issuing  redeemable  securities  may 
sell  their  shares  only  at  the  current  pub¬ 
lic  offering  price  as  described  in  the  pros¬ 
pectus.  Section  6(c)  permits  the  Com¬ 
mission,  upon  application,  to  exempt  a 
transactiem  frexn  any  provision  of  the 
Act  if  such  exemption  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protectiem  of  inves¬ 
tors  and  the  purposes  fairly  intended  by 
the  policy  and  provlidons  olthe  Act. 

Applicant  offers  its  shares  to  the  pub¬ 
lic,  pursuant  to  its  prospectus,  for  cash  at 
a  price  equal  to  the  net  asset  value  per 
share  plus  varying  sales  charges  depend¬ 
ent  upon  the  quantity  of  shares  pur¬ 
chased,  the  maximum  sales  charge  being 
8^2  percent.  In  support  of  its  application, 
Applicant  alleges  that  the  proposed 
transaction  will  enable  it  to  obtain  se¬ 
curities  at  a  better  price  than  would 
otherwise  be  possible  and  edso  will  in¬ 
crease  the  size  of  the  Applicant  which,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Applicant,  will  result 
in  improved  services  and  eventually  in 
economies  to  the  shareholders  on  a  per 
share  basis.  Applicant  represents  that 
the  securities  to  be  acquired  meet  its 
investment  objectives.  Applicant  further 
represents  that  the  terms  of  the  pressed 
transaction,  including  the  consideration 
to  be  paid,  are  reasonable  and  fair  and 
do  not  involve  overreaching  on  the  part 
of  any  person  concerned,  and  that  the 
proposed  transaction  is  consistent  with 
the  general  purposes  of  the  Act 
Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  October 
7, 1969,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reason  for  such  request  and  the  Issues 
of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  contro¬ 
verted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communica¬ 
tion  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  Applicant  at  the 
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address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such  serv¬ 
ice  (by  afSdavit  or  in  case  of  an  attor¬ 
ney  at  law  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed 
contemporaneously  with  the  request.  At 
any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided  by 
Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  application  herein  may  be 
issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis 
of  the  information  stated  in  said  appli¬ 
cation,  unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon 
said  application  shall  be  issued  upon 
request  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion.  Persons  who  request  a  hearing, 
or  advice  as  to  whether  a  hearing  is 
ordered,  will  receive  notice  of  further 
developments  in  this  matter,  including 
the  date  of  the  hearing  (if  ordered)  and 
any  postponements  thereof. 

For  the  Conunission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority) . 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11318;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:45  ajn.] 

SMALL  BUSINESS 
ADMINISTRATION 

[Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30  (Rev.  12) 
Arndt.  8] 

AREA  ADMINISTRATORS 

Delegation  of  Authority  To  Conduct 
Program  Activities  in  Field  Offices 

Delegation  of  Authority  No.  30  (Revi¬ 
sion  12)  (32  F.R.  179),  as  amended  (32 
FJl.  8113,  33  F.R.  8793,  33  F.R.  17217, 
33  F.R.  19097,  34  F.R.  5134,  34  F.R.  11165 
and  34  F.R.  12651)  is  hereby  further 
amended  by  adding  new  Items  I,  H,  to 
read  as  follows: 

«  *  •  *  * 

I.  Area  Administrators. 

«  *  «  *  * 

H.  Lease  Guarantee  Program. 

I.  To  approve  or  decline  applications 
for  the  direct  guarantee  of  the  payment 
of  rent  not  to  exceed  $1  million. 

2.  To  issue  and  modify  commitment 
letters,  said  issuance  to  read  as  follows: 

{Name),  Administrator, 

By . - . 

(Name) 

Area  Administrator 

3.  To  service  claims  arising  under  all 
insurance  policies  issued  in  the  area,  in¬ 
cluding  the  payment,  but  not  denial,  of 
claims. 

4.  To  take  all  actions  necessary  to 
mitigate  losses. 

*  A  *  *  • 

Effective  date:  September  15,  1969. 

Hilary  Sandoval,  Jr., 
Administrator. 

I  P  R.  Doc.  69  -11319;  Piled,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:45  a.m.] 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
RELIEF 

September  18, 1969. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
rule  1100.40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1100.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  41761 — Petroleum  and  petro¬ 
leum  products  from  Eldon,  Tex.  Filed  by 
Southwestern  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No. 
B-65),  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  petroleum  and  petroleum  products 
and  related  articles,  in  carloads,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  the  application,  from  Eldon, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  eastern  territory. 

Grounds  for  relief — Rate  relationship. 

Tariff — Supplement  173  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
4530. 

FSA  No.  41762 — Fertilizer  or  fertilizer 
materials  from  Don  and  Epco,  Idaho. 
Filed  by  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Co.  (No. 
136),  for  itself  and  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  fertilizer  or  fertilizer 
materials,  also  fertilizer  solution,  in 
tankcar  loads,  as  described  in  the  appli¬ 
cation,  from  Don  and  Epco,  Idaho,  to 
points  in  Colorado  and  Wyoming, 

Groimds  for  relief — Short-line  dis¬ 
tance  formula  and  grouping. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  69-11330;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 
'  8:46  a.m.] 


[Notice  908] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

September  18, 1969. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
imder  section  210a (a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  of  Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67  (49 
CFR  Part  1131)  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27, 1965,  effective 
July  1,  1965.  These  rules  provide  that 
protests  to  the  granting  of  an  application 
must  be  filed  with  the  field  official  named 
in  the  Federal  Register  publication, 
within  15  calendar  days  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
is  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 
One  copy  of  such  protests  must  be  served 
on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized  rep¬ 
resentative,  if  any,  and  the  protests  must 
certify  that  such  service  has  been  made. 
The  protests  must  be  specific  as  to  the 
service  which  such  protestant  can  and 
will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a  signed 
original  and  six  copies. 


A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  OfiBce  of  the 
Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in 
field  ofiBce  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  43038  (Sub-No.  441  TA),  filed 
September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  COM¬ 
MERCIAL  CARRIERS,  INC.,  10701 
Middlebelt  Road,  Romulus,  Mich.  48174, 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Trucks,  and  parti 
and  accessories  moving  in  connection 
with  shipments  thereof,  in  secondary 
movements,  in  truckaway  service,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Utah,  on  the  one 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Idaho,  Iot 
150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Chrysler 
Oorp.,  Post  OfiBce  Box  1976,  Detroit, 
Mich.  48231.  Send  protests  to:  Ger¬ 
ald  J.  Davis,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  1110  Broderick  Tower,  10 
Witherell,  Detroit,  Mich.  48226. 

No.  MC  49304  (Sub-No.  25  TA),  filed 
September  5,  1969.  Applicant:  BOWMAN 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  6,  Stephens  City,  Va.  22655.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Eston  H.  Alt, 
Post  Office  Box  81,  Winchester,  Va.  22601. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Polyethylene  oxide 
in  shipper-owned  trailers,  between  South 
Charleston,  W,  Va.,  and  Dickerson,  Md., 
for  150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Neu¬ 
tron  Products,  Inc.,  Dickerson,  Md. 
20753.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  D.  Cald¬ 
well,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Cwn- 
merce  Cc«nmission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Room  2210,  Washington,  D.C. 
20423. 

No.  MC  87088  (Sub-No.  5  TA),  filed 
September  5,  1969.  Applicant:  SOONER 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  Box  807,  Denison,  Tex. 
Applicant’s  representative:  David  D. 
Bnmson,  419  Northwest  Sixth  Street, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73102.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Foodstuffs,  (2)  wooden 
stakes  and  wooden  cabinet  materials, 

(1)  from  the  plantsite  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  Kraft  Foods  at  or  near  Garland, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Arkansas  except  Car¬ 
lisle,  Ft.  Smith,  Little  Rock,  Fayretteville, 
and  Hot  Springs;  to  points  in  Kansas 
except  Emporia,  Hutchinson,  Moline,  Os¬ 
wego,  Pratt,  and  Wichita:  to  points  in 
Oklahoma  except  Ada,  Blackwell,  Madill, 
Oklahoma  Cfity,  Okmulgee,  Shawnee, 
Stillwater,  Sulphur,  and  ’Tulsa;  to  points 
in  Kansas  City,  Mo.  commercial  zone; 

(2)  from  Madill,  Okla.,  to  Ft.  Worth, 
Tex.,  for  180  days.  Note:  Applicant  does 
not  intend  to  tack  with  existing  author¬ 
ity.  Supporting  shipper:  Kraft  Poods, 
2340  Forest  Lane,  Garland,  Tex.  75040. 
Send  protests  to:  E.  K.  Willis,  Jr.,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  513 
Thomas  Building,  1314  Wood  St.,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75202. 
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No  MC  107010  (Sub-No.  40  TA) ,  filed  thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  900  U.S.  Custom  House.  2d  &  Chestnut 
sentcmber  8,  1969.  Apidicant:  BULK  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  Streets.  Philadelphia,  Pa.  19106. 
py^jUEBS.  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  106,  routes,  transporting:  Hydrogen  peroxide.  Na  MC  114273  (Sub-No.  48  TA),  filed 
Auburn,  Nebr.  68305.  Authority  sought  to  from  Rochester,  N.Y.  to  Oeneseo,  N.Y.  September  5,  1969.  Applicant:  CEDAR 
ZjtxsJte  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  for  180  days.  Si«>porting  shipper:  E.  L  RAPIDS  STEEL  TRANSPORTATION, 
v^icle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  DuPont  De  Nemours  b  Co.,  J.  C.  Jessen,  INC.,  3930  16th  Av^iue  SW.,  Post  Of- 
ing;  Asphalt  and  wad  oils,  from  Kansas  Manager,  Motor  Carrier  Section,  Wll-  fice  Box  68,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa  52406. 
City,  Kans.,  to  pcdnts  in  Missouri,  for  mington,  Del.  19898.  Send  protests  to:  Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 
150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Union  As-  Morris  H.  Gross,  District  Supervisor,  In-  Knochar,  315  Commerce  Exchange 
nhalts  and  Roadoils,  Inc.,  612  West  47th  terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  Building,  2720  First  Avenue  NE.,  Cedar 
Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64112.  Send  of  Opeartions,  Room  104,  301  Erie  Boule-  Rapids,  Iowa  52402.  Authority  sought  to 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor  John-  yard  West,  Syracuse,  N.Y.  13202.  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 

Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  No.  MC  108449  (Sub-No.  301  TA) ,  filed  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  tran«x)rt- 
Commerce  Commission,  315  Post  Office  September  5,  1969.  Applicant:  INDIAN-  ing;  Trailers,  trailer  chassis  (except 
Building,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68508.  HEAD  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947  West  trailers  designed  to  be  drawn  by  passen- 

No.MC  107496  (Sub-No.  748  TA) ,  filed  County  Road  C,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55113.  ger  automobiles),  from  Port  Madison, 
Septmber  8,  1969.  Applicant:  RUAN  Applicant’s  representative:  Larry  L.  Gass  Iowa,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex- 
traNSPORT  CORPORATION,  Post  Of-  (same  address  as  above).  Authority  cept  Hawaii  and  Alaska),  for  180  days, 
fice  Box  855,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50304.  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier.  Supporting  shipper:  Fruehauf  Corp., 
Awrilcant’s  representative:  H.  L.  Pabritz  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  10900  Harper  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich, 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority  transporting:  Clay  catalyst,  in  bulk,  in  48232.  Send  protests  to:  Chas.C.Biggers, 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  tank  vehicles,  from  Minneapolis  and  St.  District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  Paul,  Minn.,  to  Superior,  Wis.,  for  150  Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  332 
transporting:  Liquid  ayriculturaZinsecti-  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Piltrol  Corp.,  Federal  Building,  Davenport,  Iowa  52801. 
cides  and  liquid  weedkilling  compounds,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.  90023.  Send  protests  No.  MC  117395  (Sub-No.  16  TA),  filed 
in  bulk,  from  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  to  Alii-  to:  District  Supervisor  A.  E.  Rathert,  September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  SOUTH- 
gpy  Ohio,  and  Kenosha,  Wis.,  for  150  Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com-  ERN  CEMENT  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Post 
days'.  Supporting  shipper:  Diamond  merce  Commission,  448  Federal  Building  Office  Box  188,  Okay,  Ark.  71854.  Au- 
Shanmxdt  Chemical  Co.,  300  Union  Com-  and  U.S.  Court  House,  110  South  Fourth  thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
merce  BxiUding,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44115.  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 

Send  protests  to:  Ellis  L.  Annett,  District  No.  MC  108461  (Sub-No.  115  TA) ,  filed  routes,  transporting:  Mineral  fiUer,  in 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter-  September  5,  1969.  Applicant:  WHIT-  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Okay  June- 
state  Commerce  Commission,  677  Federal  FIELD  'TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  300-  tion.  Ark.,  to  points  in  LouMana  in  and 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  316  North  Clark  Hoad  (Post  Office  north  of  the  following  parishes:  Vernon, 

No. MC  107496  (Sub-No.  749  TA),  filed  Drawer  9897),  El  Paso,  Tex.  79989.  Ap-  Rapides,  La  Salle,  Catahoula,  and  Con- 
September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  RUAN  plicant’s  representative:  J.  P.  Rose  (same  oordia,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  Third  address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to  Ideal  Cement  Co.,  Division  of  Ideal  Etasic 
and  Keosauqua  Way,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  c^erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  Industries,  Inc.,  821  17th  Street,  Denver, 
50309.  Applicant’s  representative:  H.  L.  vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport-  Colo.  80202.  Send  protests  to:  District 
Pabritz  (same  address  as  above).  Au-  ing:  General  commodities,  except  those  Supervisor  William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  Bureau 
thority  sought  to  c«)erate  as  a  common  of  imusual  value,  dangerous  explosives,  of  Opterations,  Interstate  Commerce 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  household  goods,  as  defined  by  the  Prac-  Commission,  2519  Federal  Office  Build- 
routes,  transporting:  Sulphuric  acid,  in  tices  of  Motor  Carrier  of  Household  ing.  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201. 
tank  vehicles,  from  Fort  Madison,  Iowa,  Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467,  commodities  in  No.  MC  118159  (Sub-No.  76  TA),  filed 
to  points  in  Illinois,  Missouri,  Kansas,  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip-  September  5, 1969.  Applicant:  EVERETT 
Minnesota,  and  Nebraska,  for  150  days,  ment,  serving  Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  as  an  in-  LOWRANCE,  INC.,  4916  Jefferson  High- 
Supporting  shipi>er: 'rhomp>son-Ha3rward  termediate  point  in  connection  with  ap-  way.  New  Orleans,  La.  Applicant’s 
Cl^ical  Co.,  Post  Office  Box  3276,  Dav-  plicant’s  regular-route  authority,  be-  representative:  David  D.  Brunson,  Post 
enport,  Iowa  52808.  Send  protest  to:  tween  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Tularosa,  Office  Box  671,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 
Ellis  L.  Annett,  District  Supervisor,  Bu-  n.  Mex.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  Authority  sought  to  opierate  as  a  common 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  or  destined  to  points  in  New  Mexico,  for  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
Commission,  677  Federal  Building,  Des  igO  days.  Note:  The  purpose  of  the  ap-  routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat  prod- 

Moines.  Iowa  50309.  plication  is  to  allow  tackiiig  and  service  ucts.  meat  byproducts  and  articles  dis- 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  750  TA),  at  Roswell,  N.  Mex.,  thereby  permitting  tributed  by  meat  packinghouses  as  de¬ 
filed  September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  a  more  direct  service  to  Artesia,  Carls-  scribed  in  Descriptions  of  Motor  Carrier 

RUAN  TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  bad  and  intermediate  New  Mexico  points.  Certificates  209  and  766,  from  plantsite 
Third  and  Keosaqua  Way,  Des  Moines,  Suppwrting  shippers:  There  are  66  of  the  Sunflower  Packing  Co.,  at  Wichita, 
Iowa  50309.  Applicant’s  representative:  shipper  supporting  letters  attached  to  Kans.,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  Florida, 
H.  L.  Pabritz  (same  address  as  above),  the  application.  Send  protests  to  Has-  Texas,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  North  Car- 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  kell  E.  Ballard,  District  Supervisor,  In-  olina.  South  Carolina,  Alabama,  New 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  polyure-  of  Opjerations,  918  Tyler  Street,  Amarillo,  Georgia,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shlp- 
thane  resins,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  Tex,  79101.  Sunflower  Packing  Co.,  Inc.,  Wichi- 

from  McCook,  Ill.,  to  Topeka,  Kans.,  for  No.  MC  110525  (Sub- No.  929  TA),  ta,  Kans.  Send  protests  to :  W.  R.  Atkins, 
150  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Pelron  filed  September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com- 
Corp.,  7847  West  47th  Street,  Lyons,  HI.  CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera- 
60534.  Send  protests  to:  Ellis  L.  Annett,  INC.,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Down-  tions,  T-4009  Federal  Building,  701 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera-  ingtown.  Pa.  19335.  Applicant’s  repre-  Loyola  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  La.  70113. 
tions.  Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  ,sentative:  Edwin  H.  van  Deusen  (same  No.  MC  120449  (Sub-No.  6  TA),  filed 
677  Federal  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  address  as  above).  Authority  sought  to  September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  PETER 

•  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  P.  DeCASPER,  JR.,  AND  HERMAN  De- 

No.  MC  107871  (Sub-No.  61  TA),  filed  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport-  CASPER,  doing  business  as:  DeCASPER 
^tember  12, 1969.  Applicant:  BONDED  ing:  Ch-lorolmtadience,  in  bulk,  in  tank  DELIVERY,  3  River  Street,  Bradford, 
IREIGH’TW AYS,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  vdiicles,  from  La  Place,  La.,  to  Louisville,  Pa.  16701.  Applicant’s  representative: 
1012,  441  Kirkpatrick  Street  West,  Syr-  Ky.,  for  180  days.  E.  I.  du  P<Mit  de  Peter  DeCasper  (same  address  as  above) . 
acuM,  N.Y.  13201.  Applicant’s  repre-  Nemo\u«  &  Co^  Wilmington,  Del.  19898.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com- 
sentative:  John  Nelson,  10  West  Balti-  Send  protests  to:  Peter  R  Guman,  Dis-  mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg- 
DMwe  Avenue,  Lansdowne,  Pa.  19050.  Au-  trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations,  ular  routes,  transporting:  Fiberboard 
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cans  and  tops,  from  Bradford,  Pa.,  to 
Palling  Rock,  W.  Va.,  and  vsed  pallets, 
damaged  or  refused  materials  on  return 
movement,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  R.  C.  Can  Co.,  Division  Boise 
Cascade  Corp.,  Bradford,  Pa.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Frank  L.  Calvary,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations.  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  2109 
Federal  Bldg.,  1000  Liberty  Avenue,  Pitts- 

HnrorVi  Po  1  *i999 

No.  MC  124045  (Sub-No.  4  TA).  filed 
September  12,  1969.  Applicant:  RAY¬ 
MOND  G.  WISHARD,  doing  business  as 
WISHARD  TRUCKING,  Route  5,  Cham- 
bersburg,  Pa.  17201.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  C.  F.  Germelman,  Post  Office 
Box  81,  Winchester,  Va.  22601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregidar  routes, 
transporting:  Cutlet  (broken  glass), 
from  Crestline,  Ohio,  to  Fairmont, 
W.  Va.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Advance  Cullet  Corp.,  3717  South  Albany 
Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill.  Send  protests  to: 
Robert  W.  Ritenour,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  508  Federal  Bldg., 
Post  Office  Box  869,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
17108. 

No.  MC  124854  (Sub-No.  6  TA),  filed 
September  12,  1969.  Applicant:  GRIM 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.,  997  Laucks 
Mill  Road,  York,  Pa.  17402.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Musselman, 
400  North  Third  Street,  Harrisburg,  Pa. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Masonry  building 
units,  from  Lansing,  Mich.,  to  points  in 
Delaware,  Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  United 
Glazed  Products,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
6077,  506  South  Central  Avenue,  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  W. 
Ritenour,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Conunission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  508  Federal  Building,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  869,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  126899  (Sub-No.  36  TA),  filed 
September  4,  1969.  Applicant:  USHER 
'TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3925  Old  Benton 
Road,  Paducah,  Ky.  42001.  Applicant’s 
representative:  W.  A.  Usher  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages  and  incidental  ad¬ 
vertising  material  when  shipped  with 
malt  beverages,  from  La  Crosse  and  She¬ 
boygan,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Ohio,  Indiana, 
and  lower  peninsula  of  Michigan;  also 
Newport,  Ky.,  to  lower  peninsula  of  the 
State  of  Michigan:  returned  empty  malt 
beverage  containers  (used)  used  in 
transportation  of  malt  beverages,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  G.  Heileman 
Brewing  Co.,  Inc.,  925  South  ’Third  Street, 
La  Crosse,  Wis.  54601  (F.  W.  Liegois, 
General  ’Traffic  Manager) .  Send  protests 
to:  Floyd  A.  Johnson,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  390  Federal  Office 
Building,  167  North  Main  Street,  Mam- 
phis,  Term.  38103. 

No.  MC  127539  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  PARKER 


REFRIGERATED  SERVICE,  INC.,  3533 
E.  11th  Street,  Tacoma,  Wash.  98421. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Gteorge  R. 
LaBissoniere,  1424  Washington  Building, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98101.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  fruits,  berries,  vegetables, 
and  potato  products,  from  Quincy, 
Wheeler,  Connell,  Walla  Walla,  Moses 
Lake,  Prosser,  Othello,  and  Kennewick, 
Wash.,  to  points  in  Oregon,  for  150  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Chef -Reddy  Poods 
Corp.,  Post  Office  Box  607,  Othello, 
Wash.  99344,  Lamb-Weston,  Inc.,  2017 
Lloyd  Center,  Portland,  Oreg.  97212, 
Pronto  Pacific  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  1029, 
Moses  Lake,  Wash.  98837,  Prosser  Pack¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  1001  Behnett  Avenue,  Prosser, 
Wash.  99350.  Send  protests  to:  District 
Supervisor  E.  J.  Casey,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
6130  Arcade  Building,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98101. 

No.  MC  128814  (Sub-No.  18  TA) ,  filed 
September  12,  1969.  Applicant:  ’TRI¬ 
STATE  MO-TOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  Operator 
of  H.  Messick,  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box  113, 
Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Max  G.  Morgan,  600  Leininger 
Building,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Explo¬ 
sives,  from  the  facilities  of  Hercules, 
Inc.,  at  Kenvil,  N.J.,  to  Bryan,  Tex., 
and  points  within  a  15-mile  radius 
thereof,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Hercules,  Inc.,  Suite  500,  120 
Oakbrook  Center  Mall,  Oak  Brook,  HI. 
60521.  Send  protests  to:  John  V.  Barry, 
District  Supervisor,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  1100  Federal  Office  Building,  911 
Walnut  Street,  Kansas  City,  Mo.  64106. 

No.  MC  133814  (Sub-No.  5  TA),  filed 
September  8,  1969.  Applicant:  E.  E. 
CARROLL,  doing  business  as  CARROLL 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  3533  Audubon 
Road,  Montgomery,  Ala.  36111.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Brick,  from  the  plantsite 
of  Watkins  Brick  Co.,  at  or  near  Bir¬ 
mingham  (Jefferson  County),  Ala.,  to 
Coosa,  Ga.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Watkins  Brick  Co.,  Post  Office 
Drawer  B,  Ensley  Station,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35218.  Send  protests  to:  B.  R.  Mc¬ 
Kenzie,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  814 — 2121  Building,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala. 35203. 

No.  MC  134000  TA,  filed  September  5, 
1969.  Applicant:  ROBERT  E.  BAILEY, 
1424  Northeast  Dekum  Street,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97211.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Lawrence  V.  Smart,  Jr.,  419  Northwest 
23d  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  97210.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron  and  steel 
and  iron  and  steel  products,  from  points 
in  Washington  and  California  to  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.,  (2)  iron  and  steel  products, 
from  Portland,  Oreg.,  to  points  in  Wash¬ 
ington  and  California,  (3)  boats,  from 
Portland,  Oreg.,  to  points  in  California, 
(4)  machinery,  between  Portland,  Oreg., 
and  points  in  the  United  States  for  the 


account  of  the  Albina  Corp.,  for  180  day* 
Supporting  shipper:  The  Albina  Corn 
3810  North  Mississippi  Avenue,  PorUani 
Oreg.  97227.  Send  protests  to:  DistS 
Supervisor  W.  J.  Huetig,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Opera* 
tions,  450  Multnomah  Building,  120 
Southwest  4th  Avenue,  Portland  Oreo 
97204.  ^ 

No.  MC  134001  TA,  filed  September  8 
1969.  Applicant:  ROBERT  POWERS  it 
RONALD  POWERS,  doing  business  as 
R  &  R  POWERS,  Denham,  Ind.  46614 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  L 
Carney,  105  East  Jennings  Avenue,  South 
Bend,  Ind.  46614.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport!^- 
Molds  or  rings,  hot  top,  from  North  Jud^ 
son,  Ind.,  to  Gadsden,  Ala.,  Birmingham, 
Ala.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.,  for  150  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Cravens-Insul  Inc.  Co., 
619  North  Addison  Road,  Villa  Park,  Di, 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor 
J.  H.  Gray,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room  204, 
345  West  Wayne  Street,  Port  Wayne,  W 
46802. 

No.  MC  134005  TA,  filed  September  8, 
1969.  Applicant:  WALTER  VANDER- 
YACHT,  Route  1,  Box  387,  Ferndale, 
Wash.  98248.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Horses,  other  than  ordinary,  and,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  such  horses,  stable 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  their 
care  and  exhibition,  mascots,  and  per¬ 
sonal  effects  of  attendants,  trainers,  and 
exhibitors,  between  points  in  Washing¬ 
ton,  Oregon,  and  California,  for  150  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  W.  R.  Cumminib, 
Licensed  Trainer,  Longacres  Race  Track, 
Renton,  Wash.  98055;  Northwest  Breed¬ 
ers  Sales  Association,  Inc.,  700  112th 
Avenue  NE.,  Bellevue,  Wash.  98004;  East- 
side  Tack  and  Supply,  Post  Offi^  Box 
BB,  Kirkland,  Wash.  98033.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  District  Supervisor  E.  J.  Casey, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  6130  Arcade  Build¬ 
ing,  Seattle,  Wash.  98101. 

No.  MC  134014  TA,  filed  September  10, 
1969.  Applicant:  TOM  ROBERTS,  Box 
73,  Pleasant  Plains,  Ill.  62677.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  T.  Lawley,  306- 
308  Reisch  Building,  Springfield,  Dl. 
62701.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  :  Steel  and 
stainless  steel  storage  tanks  and  com¬ 
ponent  parts  thereof,  from  Virginia,  HI., 
to  points  in  Alabsima,  Indiana,  Iowa, 
Kansas,  Minnesota,  Michigan,  Missouri, 
Ohio,  Tennessee,  and  Wisconsin,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipi)er:  Precision  Tank 
&  Equipment  Co.,  Virginia,  HI.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  Harold  C.  Jolliff,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Bureau  of  Oi>erations,  room  476,  325 
West  Adams  Street,  Springfield,  Dl- 
62704. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEALI  H.  Neil  Garsoh, 

Secretary. 

tP.R.  Doc.  66-11331;  Piled,  Sept.  23,  19«: 

8:4d  am.] 
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[Notice  411] 

motor  carrier  transfer 

PROCEEDINGS 

September  18,  1969. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CJPR  pt.  1132), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe- 
jiai  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  the  following  nupibered  pro- 
joedings  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant  to 
section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  post- 
poM  the  effective  date  of  the  order  in 
that  proceeding  pending  its  disposition. 
The  matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners 
must  be  specified  in  their  petitions  with 
particularity. 

No.  MC-FC-71601.  By  order  of  Sep¬ 
tember  12, 1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 


approved  the  transfer  to  Zone  Motor 
Freight,  Inc.,  Hindale,  Ill.,  of  the  Certif¬ 
icate  in  No.  MC-84610,  issued  March  24, 
1959,  to  Charles  E.  Dirkes,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  The  Regular  Express,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
general  commodities,  with  exceptions, 
between  points  in  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  and 
greases,  oils,  and  compounds,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  between  points  in  the  St.  Louis, 
Mo.  Commerial  Zone  on  the  one  hand, 
and.  on  the  other,  points  in  St.  Louis, 
County,  Mo.,  within  15  miles  of  St.  Louis. 
James  R.  Madler,  189  West  Madison  St., 
Chicago,  Ill.  60602,  attorney  for 
applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-71610.  By  order  of  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board 
approved  the  transfer  to  Seward  Motor 
Freight,  Inc.,  Seward,  Nebr.,  of  Certifi¬ 
cate  of  Registration  No.  MC-85718 
(Sub-No.  1)  issued  November  13,  1963, 
to  Willard  R.  Miers,  doing  business  as 
Seward  Motor  Freight,  Seward,  Nebr., 
evidencing  a  right  to  engage  in  transpor¬ 


tation  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
solely  within  the  State  of  Nebraska.  Earl 
H.  Scudder,  Jr„  605  South  14th  Street, 
Post  Office  Box  2028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501, 
attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC-71594.  By  order  of  Septem¬ 
ber  12, 1969,  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Sigel  Heavy  Haul¬ 
ing  Co.,  a  corporation,  Cadiz,  Ohio,  a  por¬ 
tion  of  the  rights  in  Certificate  No.  MC- 
41219,  issued  February  14,  1941,  to  Wil¬ 
lard  E.  Latchem  and  John  E.  Latchem, 
Jr.,  doing  business  as  Latchem ’s  Trans¬ 
fer,  2  Reservoir  Ave.,  Charleroi,  Pa. 
15022,  authorizing  the  transportation  of; 
Mining  machinery,  equipment,  and  sup¬ 
plies,  between  points  in  portions  of  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  West  Virginia,  and  Ohio.  Paul 
F.  Beery,  88  E.  Broad  St.,  Columbus,  Ohio 
43215,  attorney  for  transferee. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  69-11332;  Filed,  Sept.  22,  1969; 

8:47  a.m.] 
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